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Rev. Jerome A. Schaeper /,7~.
Superintendent of Schoé6ls’

Archdiocese of Cincinrati

220 west Liberty Street

Cincinpati, Ohio 45201

Dear Fathe¥y Schaeper:

A

The Office of Educational Serv1ces, University of Dayton,
is pleased to submit this report of its study of the Catholic
elementary schools of greater Cincinnati. The report includes
a description of the background and parpose ,of the report, the ’
results of the parish study, the school surveys and site
visitations.. Fipally, there are recommendations , for specific

schools and the Archdiocese, .

The Superintendent and his staff, the principals and .
pastbrs are thanked for theirn cooperation. It is the hope of
the Office that they will find the information and recommen- -
dations useful in their decision-making. The Office stands-
ready to a551st in this process if requested to do so.

. The readey is cautioned to see this report as a resource
for the Cathol elementary schpols. It, in no way, repre-
sents the policies,of the Superintendent's office, pastors,
principals or boards. ’ - o

Sincerely,

Wehw

. John_O. Geiger, Director
®ffice of Educational Services
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= .CHAPTER I : ' '"\\

BACKGROUND OF THE STUDY )

In February'bf 1976, the Office of Educational Seryvices,
Unlverslty of Dayton,. completed and submitted its étudy of Thirteen

High Schools in Greater Cincinnati 'to the Office of Educatlon,

+

C1nc1nnat1 Archdlocese. A recommendatlon from that study urged the

Archdiogese to conduct a s1m11ar study of the elementary schools

~
‘ L4

located, in the same general geographic area. -
7

’ .

A number of reasons were listed' for the recommendation:

a. ?Here appears’ to be toé many small elementary
- schools‘which—may be too expensive, ' : 4
\ . b. There appears to be too many small classes
) der twenty students) which may be creating
dded expense. .
L
c. Consolidations may be possible... : L

. d. "It does seem important to establish a definite
" policy regarding kindergartens and re-establishing

first and second grades where they have been
dropped.

e. Population declines in C1nc1nnat1 and .the slow1ng

- of the grewth rate in Hamilton County are having -

and will have serious effects upon the elementary

school enrollment."l

Based on this recommendation a study of the Catholic elementary
schools in the greatér Cincinnati area was commissioned to +the Office

of Educational Services. . The study was to he completed by the end

A\l

¥

Of 1976 - L ) .
} ‘Events over the. past sever ears and 'ven as recent as the
o -, N . T A

Y

la study of “Thirteen Catholic ngh Schools in Greater -
Cincinnati \

’ . l.' | S
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tﬂﬁe of this.report make the study necesgary. Ig/the foreground

are declining enroilments, pafticularlytin the s aller schools. °

~

For instance. whereas change in enrollment from 600 to 525 may be

accommodated, a decline from 200 to 125 may be critical.’ Fur- G
& \ 7 ~
‘. . - i
#E;rmore, the general decllne 1n the blrth rate and the rather X ,
sharp population decllne in the central city (where many of the. !:
smaller schools are located) have made the support ‘of 'schools in
; ] > ¥ .
that area diffitult. These circumstances:are not likely to reverse
N B . - 1
themselves. Data presented in Chapter II show'th? decline in’
oy, [ ]
baptisms, church attendance and membership, especia&iy in ‘the
P . - . '
central city. \ i
National enrollment data For student populations through the .
mid 1980's, also give credence to the problém; The following table
and figure are taken from enrollment data and estimates based'on‘ ’w
(1) U.5. Department of Health, Education and Welfare, Natiggal | /
- N - J
Center for Education Statjystics; (2) National Educatioﬁxﬂgsocigggon /
: ST
Publications; and (3) U.S, Department of Commerce, Buredu of Census /
"lReportsu_. ' » A
' TABLE I T — Ty
SUMMARY OF SELECTED TRENDS IN EDUCATION: -
: . UNITHD. STATES , - |
b ' . ' 1964-65 TO 1984-85 . ,
’ T FALL  FALL 3 FALL S T |
CHARACTERISTIC 1964 1974 =~ CHANGE 1984 CHANGE
\ ' (PROJECTED) FROM 1974 -
ENROLLMENT (THOUSANDS) (THOUSANDS) |
_9 Public K-12 41,416 45,056 + 9% 40,600 -10%
) . ‘ . - . *® bl
. Non-Publics+K-12 6,300 4,700 -25% 4,200 -11% o
N ] N
P . - | v




FIGURE I. R
s N L~
ENROLLMENT IN GRADES K-12 OF REGULAR DAY SCHOOLS
BY INSTITUTIONAL CONTROL AND ORGANIZATIONAL LEVEL:
UNITED STATES, FALL 1964 TO 1984
S .

Lo

MILLIONS OF STUBDEMNTS

"~

it R o - - ] J‘._

<

s P e e e et - - . o

L1969 ~ 1974 1979 1984 -

\
>

.2 N

\Non public enrollments took their sharpest decline prior to

1974 and are pro%ébted to stabilize after 1979. One must be’
rd \ Y . \.. ; ’

cautious; concerning this stability since it can ea!ily be influ-

[4

enced by several factors. First, the migration to the suburbs

¢ ~

\ causes a shift, of the students-Advailable to a pqriéh school im the
’ . ’ »

\\céntral,city. Hence, national trends may not be useful for making
) 4 ’ S . -

‘ﬁ ojections fotr individual parish: schools. Secondly, inflation
" t g .

A ¥

causing a Yise in tuitign costs could easily éecreage the number
- - s T .

. -
-

N .

" -« of potential students available.l.sq.
. . . * . s
/
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Already, significant changes~h3ve taken place in Arch-’

A 1

diocesan elementary schools. Mergers have been effected, some
LY ) " R ’ GK/’_'
by combining the pppulations of two schools and reorganizing

. érades; some by,ciosing aJ§choal~buildin§ and shifting the stu-

dents to another building;: and others by siﬁpky closing a school
. , .

»

- when it becomes impossible financially to keep.it open. Examples.
_are Gressle school (St. Matthew and St.” Elizabeth), and Holy
. } . N

s .. 3 | - ¢ 4' 3 .
. Family, Our Lady of Grace and Our Lady of Perpetual Help (in

LY

1976), organized as lower and upper elementary schools. Dis= , = /J

. s, ¢ =
guss%,ns between other'pifishes are preSenG!& under wdy concerning.

variopus changes.

s ' . v
. .

' . . . e
One other concern to which the studf will address itself is
. . . 4 ' i
the issue of racial balance and the Archdiocesan commitment to "
Catholic education in the central city. Since participaﬁioﬁ in .

CathoL%q education is a voluntary matter, drastic changes in -

~ Tattendance areas or extensive movements of children g}thout. ’
parental approva% could easily have a.further‘?eteriorating ffect

v

‘on school enrollments.
The study design included a survey of parish pastors (Chapter

I1), and a sgrvey of school principals (Chapter III). Information"
. v i

gathered from these surveys, in addition to data gathered from

. ¢

l ’ !
7otﬁéf”§¢ﬂrces, resulted in\the ideﬁiificatioq of target schoo}s
for on-%fﬁg.visitations and&pf%ncip’l's interv'ews. Twepfy nine )
schools were'extensively,invéstigated'in this process and fifteen 4
’ N >

» * -
others were more quickly surveyed. Site visitations are reviewed

-
=

. - 4 1K Chapter IV. After numerous meetings, diséussions and analyses, '
» . , B ~ LI N g . » ‘ - v
‘ the .recommendations in Chapter V were developed. sﬂ
4 ’ !
- - - . b \ .
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3 BARISH STUDY - ~ | . &
' o ;_ ‘.J:- ,u‘( . . ‘ ) .
The survey form for\the'éastofs of the various parish schools
’ , - . L - )
was used to solicit information and, ppinions about educational

. . g e = ‘ ’
-

*The pastdr as leadef of the parish is in
. , . s o .. . . 4
a most,fnfluential position-to effect the operation and future. ‘.

‘s

policies and management.

L]
B

directions of the schodi; The survey-was designed by the University

of Dayton Of fice of Edueatienal;services and submitted to. the Arch- .

Y C - c .

dioEese SuperintendZnt of Sthools'for approval. A. similar . v ’

questlonnalre was sent’to the schooI’bulldlng pr;ncipal

\ items were to ;Z used as cross references. ’ ‘ “ , :
: The pastor survey was sentrln September with a follow-up letter-

. Several®

-

—-—— v

-
N +

two week The returns were not as, good -

¢

as nmig

after the rnltlal malllng

%

A

be expected. Three «of the surveys‘werl_not signed &nd. one

-

\, .
pastow~refuséd«to take part in the study All information‘was used

»

3

The follow1ng is a breakdown of returns. L
LN
» . . ° P

“Sent .~_Returned

. .
- - L)

if available.

) . . - »” ’

L

Pastor Survey
Principal Survey

Both

83"

78
+

.

S

52
72

33

\ .
. . 192.3 ) ’

: . . 55.1
’ L , T . -

. 3

. - . » ot »

. .The ssmall number of returns from both the pr1n01pal and

. pastor from the same school results in gaps in the 1nformat10n

-~

o presentéd later in " this report. It was felt by the survey group

fl P 3

class.and returned letters mailéd agaih it ’w:;xs assumed that they

oy
that one reminder was sufficienf Slnce all mall was sent flrst

, se '. {l ! : ’ . i
5.]

"\

.
- - M ”
. . -
..\a ‘e
.




. L] " * i . . - , .
‘all-arrived-at«the proper destination. A copy of the Pastor
. [

> . e s

.

- , i -

A, ~ . . . -
ﬁurvey Form with a complete ‘humerical tally of-responses, appears

- - A . ' »
" . s

‘at the cloSe of thlsuchépter. . - . SRR -
\ } . ‘e -
i K .

The pastors 1nd1cate that they belleve the 1mportance of. ﬁ

0 , -

Cathollc education 1s not on the. decllne and that the major roles

“of Catholic educatlon are rerlglous}educat1on ,moral tralnlng and

. N
high academlc tralnlng, 1n that order It was also 1nd1cated that

.

 they belleveﬁparlsh membership -was in support of Cathollc schools)gi_

"> .

-

" (47 Yes an@ 2 were not sure), 1 g ' ' ." T

ut

< F

ow

Sllghtly more’ than Half (96.9%) of the pastors agreed that

~ > .

reorganization and consollaatlons ) uld be a satlsfactoryusolut%i ’

. t,,;z%«\n - ' '
to the problem of deoiining en Iment and financial support. The

others were equally divided between opposition'to this method and

-

' ' N
. not certain as to its effectiveness;l\This data compares favorably

w1th the response to the last questlon asklng'¥or a preference Qf

,
solutlons. Over 51% gave reerganization as their-first choice. .

. A}

Therg was no large objedtion ta any qpmbfnatlon of graées in a
. N | IV ) 2
bu1ld1ng (K=-8; K-4, 5-8- or’ K-3, 4-6, 7-8). '

2 . ¢ ,

The qu stlon of kindergarten and flrst grade was” ralsed In

o,

-e"‘ r

those buildin not havlng fxrst grade only two of théﬁ’are not in

favor of returnlng 1t ~ Of those‘not hav1ng klndergarten two-

thirds do not wnsh to have a klndergarten. In both cases-lack of

- - . . oLt . »

+

room and ipnadequate flnanc1al support are given as reasons.

Question 9 deals with support of the various-facets of the

-

school program that, for the most part are directly effected by

':doilar amounts, W1th only two exceptlons, all Ehe aneas listed

L)

‘were viewed as adequately supported. Only ipn the area of teacher

-

5




et . 4 . " S I . . | ’ $’) ~7.
AN - <N -

- - ¢

salaries (87% indioated adequate suppgrt)‘and'proper ratio of ) ‘:

. religious'teachers (57% indicated adequate su’oort) was ‘there ' |
1' P

»

.any majbr qucern over haVing been able to support those/areas y .
2 . 7/
of the school program. : ) . ) ,f : , W [
- Information on pupil services is inconclusive and will be
. ’ . il . . L - \

4
. 4

aadrsssed in Chapter .TTI. . e '
:'Ra%tors inditated that,:to date, teacher reoruitmeht has’been

no problem. Only‘figefpresentea thisﬁés a problem with 4;’in4i-'

cating‘no Qrobleh& 4 ; .

A request was madelin Questiou 13 to indicate the percent of

iﬁcome from various sources The oistribution varies widelyﬁfor

the,schools responding as 1hd1¢ated By Table II. Co-

o r,
The ma]or sources of fundLng as can be expected are from ,

~

8.' ] [

tuitior (about 25%) and parish support (75%). Other sdurces,
where indicated“by the pastors,taccount far a\relatively small
.percentaée.. There areoeight'schools reFeiving direct Archdiocesan
'financial,sup t, but-ohly four of theﬁ:respoﬁued. Of.these four
the average £::3ht of support’ is about 33%. As for a chanée or

incredse in any of ¢the sources of income, opinions®ary. About

40% would prefer ‘to" &ee ah increase in tuition-ﬁhile“ predictably,

.
.

60% would prefer no chandge. Only one-four envision an increase
' ]

in parish support; the remainder see this amount as likely to
remain stable or decrease. A number g@id indicate a pdssible in-

crease in gifts, grants and scholarship sugport Several pastors

were hopeful of some increase in income through st’te sources.

Pastors tend to think the services from the Office of Educa—

. A .
] . . @ .. ’

) | Iy . .

8 N N - ’ . . . -
tion are adequate, for the most part, Financial assistance and

LY




TABLE II

PERCENT OF INCOME BY”QPURCE

A
-
v

. PERCENT

" 5OURCE 0-9

—
L g

0-79

80-89

»

“Tuition 2

Parish Support

.
Archdiocese

Fund ‘Raising ,

&

, Gifts,

Grants, etc?\\ll
~
Othe'r : 2

10-19 __20-25 _30-39  40-49  50-59 60=%3

11 25 7 2
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psyc&plogical se;vicéé wefe’indicated as being needed. -The’comm
. smﬁé;‘lly for this c{,uestion follows. ,, N
o TABLE III
| - R0FFICE OF EDUCATION SERVICES
- PASTOR EVALUATION
ADEQUATE NEED MORE NEED LESS
.72) School poliey;developmené 34 4 - 4, ‘
(b)- Hélp in tegiper reciu%tment 25 ) 7' ’ 5 .
(o) Curriculum Blanning » 2 4 5
{4d), Fiﬂénciai.aSSistance' , 5 14 . 4
(e) Religidﬁstddbation \ 31 7 ' 4
.‘(f) In-servic;e (Archdic;cese) 31 - 6 Y
(g) In-~service (BuLlaing) ) ’ 27 . 7 4
(h) Psychological services . i 8 28. 5
A number of the pastors made individual-comments concerhing‘
the need for services they believed to be of‘belé bﬁt.;ereanot
now availahle. Even thodgh ;e;er;l might .be interpreted as part

-

of a listed sexrvice, all comments are liste%, 7

- %

a. Substitute list ' 'g. Research services

b. Testing service H. Recruitment of yminority staff’

"’Ft éalary schedules i. Speeéﬁ’and hearing therapy
d. Text book study j. Legal advice - AN
- e. Remedial reading = k. Adult workshops
f. Consolidation 1. Classroom supervision

assistance -

Attitudes about mass purchasing or cooperative purchasing .

through™a central source were surveyed.
s L - - . .

Most parishes deal )
,direéfly with salesmen or jobbers and most purchases are made on

-

- B

-

-

v
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]

"a yearly basis. Only four indicated that bids are requested and
+ 'only one indicated a cooperative purchasing procedure with an-

£ other parish.’ Qn the other hand, 33 of the 43 responding to ‘the
N s i

guestion indicated favor toﬁ%id a*system of cooperative pur-
a s .

o« "

.

N chasing af items common to most schoaqls.
. 3y

eyt ] / :
In the face of declining enrollmenbs, the pastors generally

. favor some plan of reorganizatlon, conso%ldatlon oF merger.

.- -~

Twent percent were satlsfled w1th thF way . thlngs are and

- "~ -~ only $ighteen percent said some schools should be closed. Sixty
N LY .

perce] favored the method of merger or reorganization’

t .

Table IV is a compilation of data from the pastor survey,
¢
. principa survey, Archdlocese‘reports and Office of, Educatlonal

Servic It represents an attempt to proflle the varlous

parishes. ) The blanks on- the, table are the ‘result of poor returns*
of the survey. Schoal enrollment figures ?af\vary slightly from

. 2 ' . [ . A
of ficial enrollments since the reports use September enrollments.

-

Par%sh memﬁership figures are gﬁven by pastors and in que
/‘ .‘ 9 1nstances reflect the est:mated ‘families ln the parlsn
Several items of information are slgglﬁmcantzﬁwA comparlson
of the baptlsmal~£}gures for the 10 y?arfperlod shows ev1dence oft

" the decline in, the birth rate and perhaps‘a decline in the number

‘of Catholic parents hav1ng their chi¥ldren baptized; only four
'shpwed more baptisms in 1974 than in'l964 and only three remained
at the same figure., An incréase’.in kunday church attendance over

the same 10 year period is indicatedgby onlyxil of the parishes.
- ™ ] * i
A A similkr number showed no or ver§ little decline. These parishes

[§
’

\  are mostly located awgy from the cengral city area,

S - | .
L)
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The last column of th® table is. lapeled "Survival Rate."
This is a,comparison qQf the number of 1964 bapti;hs with the

actual school enrolI%ent‘of the seventh grade in 1976. While a
number of factors certainly influence this rate, an extremely

_‘ 1 - ¥ ‘ R . ’ L 4
low rate of survival could indicate enrollment problems. A

4 3

further study of baptisms and school enrollments might provide

s

sbme’iwaicators oﬂ/%uturg enrollments. LAt any_rdie, surviy;l per-
centages raﬁged from a low of 11.1% to a highyof ;38.5%, the;

median being 58.6%. It is interesting to no?e that Fﬁe'sghéoig 4\
’with the smallest Enréllmeptg. thpse th;t became target schools"

for further invest&gation bere, y}th only one excepéion, ail beloQ

e .

the median survival rate.

*
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L, : . TABLE IV. , '
, . . \ 3
o PARISH -. SCHOOL DATA
,  PARISH : . -
‘ MEMBERSHIPR. SUNDAY CHURCH ’ SEPT. SCHOOL SURVIVAL °
- | FAMILIES BAPTISHS ATTENDANCE ENROLLMENT' RATE
SCHOOL NAME _ 1973 - 1976 1964 1974 1964 1974 1964 1974 1976 ¥ s
- 1) St. Agnes " 1236° 1025 . . 84 23 2187 691 348 , 171 156 21 #5.0 .
2) All saints  * 1020. 1046 83 38 3425 2709 ° 763‘\_600 552 g
v o ) } )
3) St. Aloysius ’ - . ' . ¥ \ C e
" Bridgetown 170 1130 88 106 3333 3184 631 520, 479 57 \ 64.8
) . \ J C X%
4) St. Aloysius , * o, ) ’ '
Delhi L 53 24 - 758. 572 216 176 194 27- .9
» . , T
* 5) St. Ann ' . .
., Groesbeck K 187 76 3482 2954 1136 792 692 104  55.6
" 6) Annunciation ~ ' 69 . 30 1743 7 984 298 205 189,
{v ' P . N , . . - - .
4 7) St. Anthony 645 350 86 14 631 347 202 228 176 23  31.3
"% 8) sSt. Antoninus * © o, 100 -’ 3076 2747 791 ,79L " 791 138 .138.0
, 9) Asstimption \ e 60 21 602 196 . 984 682 653 , 92 153.3
" 10) St. Augustined " 24 6 340 84 » 132 90 .91 7 8 33.3
11) 'st. . R ,' 4 i : ,
- Bartholomew . 80 53 2206 2470 - -560 541 461 68 85.0
] R T ' ‘
- 12) st. Bernard o ’ ' ¢ ‘
Taylor Creek” 550, 800 53+ 52 956 1124 385 295 292 37 . 69.8

) . v ‘ - ° \ .
.
'
Al i3 N
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- ., .  Table IV--continued,
! PARI SH . ' , ‘ -
. . MEMBERSHIP , SUNDAY CHURCH SEPT. SCHOOL » SURVIV
. FAMILIES BAPTISMS ATTENDANCE ENROLLMENT RATE
SCHOOL NAME 1973 1976 19641974  .1964 1974 1964 1974 1976 4 %
13) St. Bonaventure L 72 36 1434 592 355 130 130 20 27.8
1 ’ ) .
14) St. Boniface 800 650 71 - 36 1846 752 375 196 192 24 33.8
. . : 3
15} Cardinal a T o . ‘ f
" . Pacelli v ’ )
. Christ the King' 2300  2300° 403 397 59
. . ’ 1" . .
-16) St. Catharine 1870° 1870 170 134 3614 2875 784 92 669 98 57.6 °
) : \ y , . : . ®
. 17) St. Ceci}ia- 1975 1800 126 74 2906 1701 425 335 309 , 42- 33.3
g - -
. + . N 2
18) St. Chafles ‘ , SRR ,
Borromeo 33 11 850 535 154 130 130, i 39.4
* . 1
19) St.-Clare 1450 1380 102 44 2262 1436 440 275 268 49  48.0
20) St. Clement 85 33 Q7164 1629 570 403- 37Y 65 76.5
. - B N - £ - .
" 21) Cure of Ars ‘ " 54 26 1544 ’ 855 372 178 173 3}, 62.9
K = ) i ) | N
22) St. Dominic 1650 1750 197 102 3740 3302 975 949 ° 886 140 71.1
. ! -
24) St. Francis i ' / '
3 de Sales 320 . 350 .54 28 1321, 575 ' . 155 145 168 I6 1.0
‘25) St. Francis LN - "
Seraph 110 29 . 700 246 2300 211 196 31. 28.2
26) St. Gabriel' 118 54 1925 1380 475 364 317 49  41.5
27) St. George: 57 38 1583 1372 244 218 27, 47.4
- e ' i .
. N \

e
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;¢’/' : " Table IV--continuéd’ - ~ ) -
Ve - I ®
. s PARISH VL - - - ——
MEMBERSHIP SUNDAY CHURCH = SEPT. SCAOOL ~ SURVIVAL
*FAMILIES BAPTISMS ATTENDANCE . ENROLLMHNT RATE }
t SCHOOL : ’ 1973 1976 ' 1964 1974 1964 1974 1964- 1974 ‘ 1976 4 %
28) St. Gertrude - M 102 49 2793 2740 ' 05 ° 466. 384 68 ° 66.7
29) St. Matthew - . - 39 28 1546 _ 717 . 339 . ‘ :
St. Elizabeth ' 42 18" 1685 792 330 - 294 279, 40 49.4
(Gressle) ° o, . ‘ \ ) . ]
30) Guardian - . ) : : e o L
Angels -~ 2700 2700 177.- 108 ' 3806 3528 1232 879 897 116
31) Holy Family - - 2000 1800 . 92 . 45 2088 859 504 ]
J , Our Lady ° - . ' - 293 ° 300 46
-t 7 of Grace |, 1000 - 825 39 . 7 11 941 515 256
32) .st. “Ignatius 800 1200 . o 02 72 2204 2752 703 -664 609 93
- ‘0 . ) f . X
33y Immaculate : BT : - - .
) Heart of Mary 980 1250 - 73 103, , 1868 3203 . 385 - 477 530 70
34))St. James - - ‘ . - . .
/) wWhite o0ak 5915 .5970 153. -84 3852 4743 -, 947 1235 1122
} 35) st. James - . : " . .
Wyoming , 86 43 2406 1501 522 228 222 32
36) St. John the : ] . I
Baptistsg - . : - -
Dry\ﬁfdge 670 780 88 48 1558 1784 394 341 346 - 52
-
,37) st. John - )
Harrison / .77 57 1529 1598 403 255 288 :
38) St. John - : ) ! » t
R Deer Park - * 2900 2600 141 46 "3630 2167 646 405 - 349
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. ’ @ ‘ Table Iv--continued )
[ . ,“ ~ — — —
. . PARISH : Yooy
. N MEMBERSHIP SUNDAY CHURCH SEPT. SCHOOL . SURVIVAL i
) . FAMILIES BAPTISMS ATTENDANCE ENROLLMENT RATE .
SCHOOL NAME 1973 . 1976  1¥64° 1974 - 1964 1974 .1964 1974 1976 # 3
39) st. Josephae "« 66 55 . 751 .403" 330 273~ 442
40) $: Juge - " ;o (114 4 -78 ° 3584 3678 950 7744 677 92  80.7
“4I) St. Lawrence  2750° 2700 114 90 3142 2018- 634 384 374  4F 41,5 -
42) st¥leo - 4 5 24 . 879- 154 216 15:5) 174 25  33.3
s : : L , , , : e
43) Little Flower _1285 1364 151 101 3248 3091 ‘566 , 502 539 74  49.0
44) St. Margare . . .. z '
. of Cortona 1100 1000 59, 44 1696 950 ' 440 205 216 29  49.2
. 45) St. Margarét - i
: Mary 1400 1300 129" 68°- 3945 2598 1057 657 613- 88 68,2
46) St. Mark 84 #9 1376 319, 226 - 220 275 ' .31  36.9
> » . ya ~ N ,
-z '{3)'st: Martin 2100 2100 184 115  4852'< 3103 806 630 555 77  41.8
- . v A.' . ‘ . N - . -
48) st. Martin - e : ’ o ~ . b ‘
- ~ de Porres 32 9 339 112 1427 100 ' .87 7 21,9 /
..~ £9) st. Mary 1175 1000 92 54 3023 2082 547 417 433, 58 63.0
50) ,St. Michael - o 13 26/ 223 191 460 366 , 309 57 —438.5
- > . [ L 4 [y
\ 51) St. Monica 400 375 54 21 1282 541 234 160 120 29 53,7 .
S2) Nativiey © 7 1250 1100 137. 71 3405 2308 698" 417. 380 49 4l.9 4
& . *; L. — ) ’. T ’ ‘ )
y v x‘ - T . ' !
‘- . R © = - s ~ -
i . t) ~ oy ) \ " . = o e
. ) v . ' * !
. . ~ ‘
L . ¥ P .
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Table IV-=-continued
. PARISH 7
MEMBERSHIP : SUNDAY CHURCH SEPT. SGHOQL SURVIVAL
- ' FAMILIES BAPTISMS ATTENDANCE . ENROLLMENT RATE
SCHOOL NAME 1973. 1976 1964 1974 1964 1974, 1964 ~ 1974 1976 .. %
53) Our Lady . A . -
of Lourdes 1840 '1840 164 87 3741 . 3456 936 800 771 112  68.3
" 54) Our kady of . : Lo
the Rosary 1100 1200 140 103 2711 2493 - 707. 347 341 - 51 36.4
. . - .
55) Qur Lady of ) -’ : .
Sacred Heart 90 22 2030 1592 680 364 302 58 64.4
56) Our Lady A T :
of Victory 6809 7200 180 92’ 3292 3267 1107 1071 948 165 91.7
B . ~ ‘ -
57) Our Lady of ‘ .
Visitation® 3600 4400 61 67 - 1804 2134 572" ~ 661 644 92 150.8
58) Our' Mother - ; .
of Sorrows 625 730 72 48 1662 1327 337 241, 227 35  48.6
59) SS. Peter & - . o
_ Paul-Norwood . 73 14 1930 898 324 146 149 35  47.9
A - -
60)° SS.' Peter & o - ) - . ,
Paul-Reading 800 800 97 76 2621 ' 1666 - 566 270 270 -
. - . . . T
61) St. Pius 65 - 75 32 63 256 169 84 180 208 27  84.4
62) Resurrection' 1200 1080 64 40 1583 993 371 202 155 20 31.3
63) St. Richard of S " \ o
' Chichester g . 32 24 .. 795 865 221 154 131 24 75.0
64) 'st. saviour' 1500 1500 1276 659 68

r(“

33.8
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- Table IV --continued ' . X
A ‘ : I
—, PARISH - ;
MEMBERSHIP - SUNDA')b CHURCH SEPT. SCHOO.L - SURVIVAL
' FAMILIES * BAPTISMS ATTENDANCE ENROLLMENT RATE
SCHOOL 'NAME 1973 1976 1964 1974 1964 1974 1964 1974 1976 ' # % .
65) St. Theresa . : ) — . \ ‘ ~
of Avila 2300 2300 135 109 5089 4339 '989_ 793 680 114 84:4
66) St.( Thomas ‘More o R LT ‘ - o
) Wi hamsville‘ . 81 46 1627 1128 267 250, 283 35 43.2
67) St. Veronica- . . . B '
s Mt. Carmel . . .. 93 - 92 1200 1390. - . 260 * 36 38.7
) ¢ - . ' * .
68) -St. Vvincent ~ , . ' ;
Ferrer 750 850 38 45 1639 1766 405 '262 234
) . , - _ % i
69)+ St Vincent . . : '
de Paul ] 18 21 288 858 _ 120 66 ° 68 2 11.1.
. . - ] . ' ’
70) St. Vivian 4300 177 70 4257 2759 ‘1160 727 *+ 605 -95 53,7
71) str William \ 168 106 5360 3335 - . 793 -7l10 111 66.1
Pl . L - i
95) St. Bernadette o P ’ : ’
Amelia -~ 38 34 743 545 213 231 129 19 50,0
101) St. Ann < : . ) o L : T
Hamilton 1350~ 1350 72 45 2432 1645 585 } 304 324 44 61.0 .
162) Corpus Christi ' . - ' h . ,
Hamilten . , 1658 1721 203 186 2171 2180 304 © 331 33 16.3
.- : - . . - /
*103) st. Joseph - - - ] - -
. Hamilton v , 52:///,19 1225 632 280 ., 210 219
104) st. Mary - . ‘§ .,m , o ’ ’ ) - ]

Hamilton * 6354 726 34 28 1335 . 1157 © 237 132 133 . 11  32.37
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Table IV --continued -
» ;L B . - -

> PAKISH

. *MEMBERSHIP i SUNDLY ;HURCH SEPT. ScHOOL
: FAMILIES BAPTISMS - ATTENDANCE ENROLLMENT .
SCHOOL YAME 1973 1976 1964 1974 _ 1964 1974 1964 1974 1976

’ ' ’ - e

105)—5+. Peter - " SN
Hamilton _ 110 73* 2557 2142 595 280 296

) Catholic Céntral ’ . ‘
7) Community ’ 834 834- 106 99 3146 2743 275 283
. . i
109) St. Columban - ‘ : . .
- Loveland 104 1710 1560 . - 403 412 -

1

St. Andrew ; . i -
112) Elizabeth Seton
Milford

114) st, Louis -
' Owensville

H

Squrce; Pastor Survey 1976 - Office of Educational Services
S Comparative Study Archdiocese Parishes 1974 —_Office‘of Planning & ’
Research ' 4
September Enrollment Reports.- Office of Education

-




. UNIVERSITY OF DAYTON .
’ DAYTON, OHIO 45469 ¢
CENTER FOR VALUES - ~ ) *
IN EDUCATION bt ' o )
-EDUCATIONAL SERVICES v . N i
‘ J
- ~ ¥
August 18, 1976 .

L 4 - / . #

f\ - . LN
Dear Pastor: T, - .
5 The-enéloseg’survey form is a part of the Catholic Elementary
' School Study requested by the Archdiocese. We xespectfully request
yoyr completing this form_and returning it in the enclosed envelope.. -~

The purpose of the questionnaire is to solicit from you as the
parish leader, information which will be needed in making recom-
., Mendations in the final report. If you have any additional comments
to make, feel free to commit them to paper and return with the

' questionnaire.
s Sincerely,
1 N - *
' _ John 0. Geiger .
.Director T
. _ .
. .
- Herman Torge
Field Services Specialist
HT:jy ’ - '

\\/ Enclosures ) .
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" CENTER FOR VALUES ,IN EDUCATION A
. , Q‘L- OFFICE OF EDUCATIONAL SERVIGES / - . .
- ) 8 ' . *
., PASTOR SURVEY
Directions: i 3

Please check any and all answers that apply. Return the form
in the enclosed envelope including any comments you m3y wish to
make. e -

Background Information:

Parish "(//

V - . )

Person'completing form ///,-\
- [ !
¢ B - Parisi Membership . . L ~Pre"sent."J I
- I E——— e -
. g , ’
' . ' 1975
4 < )
1974 o,
- . 1973 ‘
B } 1
t
4 N - |
tj -
( - ~ .l -




Al

, Please check all that apply -

- .

-

~

18 Discipline

.What do you

.
< s\ ’ Py .
L 4

.1l. Do you feel that the importance of Catholic schools is dec}ininq?

~4 Yes , -

. ¢ ' ‘ —

45 No S = . .

1l 2

? “ _ °
feel to be the major role(s) of Catholic schools?

27 High academic tr#ining : /

-’ ¢

39 Moral training

11 »Teach respect ' . Pt

. - /

5 Vocational training . J

¢
———

44 Religious education

-

Other

. »

Do you ?eel that the membership of your parish-generally is in
support of Catholic schools?”

” Ll -

47 Yes o . \

',

- No .
292 S - . ) . AN

Do you feel that mergers and/or consolidation are saiisfactory
solutions to problems of enrollment and finances in elementary
schools ? v

29 Yes

1l No

Al 2 ] . . )

B




; 22.

- Aoy
H
A ) »
~“r

‘oo 5. Do you have objectiens to any of the organizational patterns for
elementary schools as listed in the following?

Yes No * ?

4 40 2 {a) Kindergarten}througﬁjBth grade in
- : one bwilding ' ‘ -

12 26 4 (b) K-3; 4-6;.7L8; each group in -its--

N " own building —
5 35 3 ™ (c) K-4; 5-8; each group in its own
, : ' building :
. N N

6. Does your parish school include:

, Yes *° No . .
2 46 - Kindergarten ' J
40 9 érade One
P 7. If No, would you favor their return? i ‘
. Yes No ? " o .
. 12 28 -~ 4 Kindergarten ‘ . . g :
9 -2 - Grade One - ' '

t
AR

8. If you do not have'KindérgérEeﬁyéna/ar Grade One and favor their
inclusion in the»sﬁhool program, what factors are keeping them '

. out? ,o .
3 (a) Ifck of adequate staff ’
23 (b) 'No room i

—— ~ <«

21 (c) Lack of adequate finance

K]

-5 (d) Too feQ students -

(e) Other )




& | |23,
> o |

9. Do you feel your parish schodl has been able to adequately -
support  in the past. five years, the following areas: -«

Yes No ? . ' ) .
45 «2 . 1 (a) Building maintenance‘ ' %
42 vl 4 (b) Textbook revisions‘and purchases . ;i
33 15 1 (c) Teacher sal&riesQ ’

37 3 8 (a) .Librar; material purchases ,

42 1 5. (e) School supply purchases

41 4 3 (f) Adequate custodial and similar staff

40 5 3 (g) Daily building care 'J }

-

28' 14 7 (h) Proper ratio of religious teachers ’.

38 7 3 (i) Religious Education Materials

10. Does your school use the follewing services? .

Yes No 2 ' S ;$<:{jj
P .

- 1 46 - (a) Class(es) for educable mentally retdrded
' g students (EMR) : . S
"_ _ . “.‘
14 35 = (b) Classes for learning disabilitieg /(LBD).
, B
31 16 2 (c) A specialist for music | )
15 32 2 (d) A specialist for art

19 28 1 (e) A specialist for physical educatjion

18 26 -, (f) Couns;ling. If "Yes", what grades?

21 23 1l (g) Psychglogical services
3 \ -
29 . 18 1 (h) Religious Education Specialist

i¥. Are you finding it difficult‘io.recruit satisfactory teachers?

-~

2 ’ s

5 Yes., If "Yes", in what areag? RELI®IOUS '
43 No 2 “ ‘

-




) 24, y
e vy ) )
12. "For what reason(s) . : / -
4 (a) Unable to meet salary competition "4
2_ (b) Lack of supply’ -,
3 (c) Ladk of qualifications (educational) ‘ g
3 (d) Lack of qualifications ( spi_ritual',_mbfal, etc.) ,
(e) OQther . ‘ . ] . | .
13. Approximate y what per cent ,of total support for ‘educatton
. in your pari school comes from the following :
R ‘ t .
L 2 % (a) Tuition
g (b) Parish support . o - T - v . A
%t (c) Archdiocese - . ' N : '
’ ’ 9
§ (d) Fund raising X - . -
% {e) Gifts, grants, scholarship support e &
e M - A . -
, . o ' ]
__% (f)" other - . -
14, Would you see this distribution as‘béing more equitable if 4 ¢
- changed? T - : -
- . - ¥
Increase ,Decrease No.éhange . . e,
18 Sa 26 ‘(a)  Truitién - e
9 - 11 . 17 ’ (b) N ”I_Pa,’rish shtiport é
7 9o (c¢)  Archdiocese -
11 10 (d) Fund raisging -~
: =% ’ * . ‘, -
- 14 ‘ ‘ 8 (&) ™-Gifts, grants, scholarship
, * 'support
e .l e ‘ *
3 SY(f) Other STATE AID ot
% - o “‘u:. Z ¢
W . - - - L 4 ' ) ° )
> - :""}'?‘
¢ - s - \/
. e - -
- - ' /
+ N \ ) 3 u
“ « ' .
- ' )(J . - P

»*




A

‘please’ eValuate the amount of s'erfnce and assmtano‘@ovided to
‘gour school by the Offlce of Education. .

’ ot
Adequate Need More Need Less -

£34 (a) School policy development
(b) Help in teacher recruitment

.“

V4

(V8]
N
>

3 |
‘.aéi |?

(c) Cu;riGGIum planning

o |

(d) .Financial assistance

*
W
—

(e) RelBigious Educatien

>

W
.

(f). In-service (Archdiocese)

-

|
o 1o o |

'(g) "In-service (Building)

mJ

[\
(o]

. -(h)” Psychological services

|
i

16.\\¥Qease list services not now available from the Office of
: Education that‘would be of help o

How are materials and supplles purchased by,your school’
» “ry
(a) Dlrectly by ﬁs from éalesmen or ]obbers

(b)~ By bid from our, offlce

v
4

(c) By‘bld 1n‘cgoperation with other parishes
s A » . N - v

(d) Most, pprchasés'bnﬁa oncg a year basis




26.

18. Would you-favar some system of cooperative purchasing on items
common to most gcggols (paper, duplicating materials, office
supplies,‘etc,)? * -~ -~ . ‘ :

N " e 8 - . .

33 Yes : , ' . B S

4 No

——

62 . L o

19. If elem ntarj school, enrollment continues to decline, several
alternatiives are ava!ﬁable. Please rank the following courses
- of action in accordance with your preferencer(l-most preferred)

Close one or more elementary schools \

Reorganlze elementaﬂy attendance areas' to more equally
.dlstrlbute students in present buildings |

Maintain. the present system

. . . . N

Other : - o . ) ,

s ;

Please return ‘in the erdclosed envelQpe. Fgel free to 1nclude any

.. SUggestlons. We thank you very' much for your help and cooperatlon. >

Return w1th1n one Week ‘ - .
- ' *~ S~ o 7
e . # )
r ‘ - .
L LR Tl VPN
. . ) : N
? o . ' LY s
\ . 7 : e
[} ’ é‘
- & [ 4 -
k- . » . . .
/ <
4
)
v . ) ‘ \
» N *



S - . CHAPTER III - - U
““. . ELEMENTARY SCHOOL SURVEY _ -
. . N

\J
A survey similar to the one sent to the parlsh pastors was’

sent to the prlnélpals of all parlsh schools. Its purpose was to
get mQre spec1f1c up-to-date 1nformat10n dlrectly from the

school cgpy.of this survey‘form-w1th a tally of responses is
3y ' - . . ) L] ’ ) - .
. enclosed at the,end of thig chap&er. RS 4
' - The form was mailed in lateJSeptembeg and was followed by a

reminder letter two weeks later to those not yet. responding.

- . —~

Returns were much higher from the principals than from the

pastors. Seventy~eight formé were sent. Seventy-two were re-

» “turned for a rate of 92.3%.

In dlscu551ng the responses to %the questions, some of the

*

. data will be by-passed at this t1me and referred to later in the

\

chapter under the.dlscu551on of the school proflles.
A . L '
Suryey of Princfpals ’ N T

A request was madeﬂﬂb listy those special teachers (art,

. . . ) . ? C1 .
music; etc.) who spend any time at all in the building. This data,

5

-coupled w;th an 1ndicatlon\pf fac111t1es for 1nstruct10n in that

vu

dh\~k part1dular avea, appears’ on the follow1ng page.

v ' .




».  TABLE V

. SPECIAL TEACHERS AND INSTRUCTIONAL ARFA
' - CATHOLIC ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

o?®

.« -

t oL . R . - >

. —— e : ' e -
a SCHOOLS HAVING ' . * FACILITY .
AREA - . . PERSONNEL .« JYES ,  SHARED NO

. N - - . P R R
Art . .10 , 21 13 24
music.”. - 32 Vogal 35 13 12

Instr. 26 - 10 24
- - ) ) , {
Library -~ ° = .27 65 2 ' 3
Phy. E4d. .25 e o 48 11 7
— 4

A revlew of the table shows that the fagtlltles availabie
far outnumber the bulldlng personnel Spelelcally trained in
the spec1al subqeg& area. The 1ncrease ‘ih- avallable faciljties

. e

is due in part to the declinin§ enro%}ment in many schools.

*
As classrooms are no longer needed for regular 1nstructlon they

B R N
are converted to llb;arg'ﬁﬂuslc, art and conference areas.

4 ba

of all those respdndlng, no schooI has a class for EMR (Ed-

ucable Mentally Retarded) and only one has a class for LBD._

z

(Learn1nq/Behav1onal Dlsabllltles) students. Eight schools

o
.y

have some guidance persognel 9 have speeCh and hearing, and
LN

remedial readiné’isfavallaﬁie in 16 schools (some through coop-

rative’ programs ﬁlth the publlc schools) ‘!

' Although the greater Ma}orlty (89, 7%) prefer the present

"K=-8 organlzatlon i one: bulldlng, the pOSSiblllty of changing
<@

to. a pattern of K-4 and-5-8 1n separat! bulldlngs still meets

with considerabhle approval (71“2%). -z .o .

- '] - —_

M



.

Those schools not presently having kindergarten or first -
- e . : '
grade are in favdr of their return,(74.§%). - At the same time
they 1nd1cate that both finances and lack of avallable space g

are major deterrents to starting klndergarten and first grade

The ability of the school to adequately support various areas

l

——

oft thé educational endeavor is viewed positively by most princi-
pals. There are three areas where a number of pr1nc1pals v01ced

concern. In the areas of bulldlng maintenance “and adequate B

custodial staff, about 20% indicate a concern about not being \

Y 4 .
able to meet the increasing financial demands of these needs.

. -5
Likewdse, for teacher salarie#¢; 34% indicate that this is an

. ”» .
~area-‘where support is inadequate. This is corroborated by those:

.who have problems in recruiting staff. Those who do (27%),
' . , \ T .
list salary-competition as one of the major reascks. ’ -

Principals.view the Office of Education as adequately sup=~

“plying most services listed. o0One area, however, stands. out as

-
-t

a:sefyice they want the Office to perforh; 84% indicated a need

for psychological services. Financial assistance was also in-
<

dicated as a needrquf the 42 principals responding, 29 ihdicate

—

» .
a need in Ehis area. Additional assistance in teacher recruitment

{

" and school policy development was also indicated by about 22%.

! The following 1tems listed are suggestions by the rgspond-
ents for Office of Education ser&&ces not now avallable or

‘- perceived to be availabile.

N < .

Substitute List ) - Speech and’ Hearing
Testing Services (12 requests) kLegal Assistance
Guidance Services ) Salary Schedules

Curriculum Supervision . Classroom Supervision
£ .

"y . -

e !




. b .
Federal Lunch Progrdm Business Management =
L.D. Help x Policy Planning and Enforcement
~Group Purchases - " .
Most materigls and supplies are purchased by the individual®'
A} ,’ ~
school directly ‘from salesmen ‘or jobbers. Most of these are

purchased on a once-a-year basis. Only three indicate a bidding

procedﬁ;e and only four indicate any cooperative effart with -
. - * » . .

other parishes. It is interesting to note that two principais
indicate that books are‘purchased‘by bid through the public school.

The plan known as Igstitutional Purchasing is used by 57%

L . ’ D ¥
of the principals but comments writtef on the j{form indicate A,

dissatisfaction because of poor service and high prices. over

77% of the respondents favor some workable cooperative purchasing

<

arrangement. Some of those not in favor gave reasons of previous

- . t

”

poor service, storage qgoblems and difficulties of deliveries.

Principals were asked—to indicate their preference ipr
. -

alternative solutions to the problem of declining enrollment§.
)
Only two indicate that when enrollment declines significantly

the school.should be closed. Forty-three (59.7%) indicate’ that

reorganizatidnal measures should be undertaken te distribute

- "

students. Others (37.5%) want £o leave attendance areas as

they are.. The;e were some suggegtions offered such as heavier
‘_fecruiting oﬁaa,larger’noﬁ-Cat‘;f:;_;;;bllment, and’déveloping

centrglized,elementary schools much in*the image of the presegf

. N

high schools. - \ ) A

r
.

Aréhdigcesan Financial Support - "~~~ --
Table VI shows a breakdown of schools that have a small

| ) -




TABLE VI
SELECTED ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS
NONCATHOLIC STUDENTS - MINORITY ADM — FINANCIAL SUPPORT

NONCATHOLIC ADM
NO. 3

TOTAL
ADM

" MINQRITY

. SCHOOL NO. %

“ARCHDIOCESAN
SUPPORT

St. Agnes 155 64 41.34 122" 78

St. Aloysius
Delhi

194

. St. Anthony 170

St. Augustine 91
St. Bonvenfure
St. Boniféce

St. Charles *
Borromeo

St. Clare
Cure of Ars

. st. Francis
" de sales.

29

St. Francis
Seraph

St. George

-7 NO (%

-

No




-

vl N 4
- < B ‘\\v/_d .
P ' v - ) ¢
) . .
~
. : Table VI - cofitinued ' - <
o , )
‘ TOTAL WORCATHGEIC ADM - WINORITY ~ ARCHDIOCESAN
SCHOOL APM . NO. % NO, % SUPPORT
35. st. James- . , .
"Wyoming 221 19 8.6" 23 10.4 . No .
42, St. Leo l 171 ‘;X\ $3.2 © 92 53.8 -Yes
46. St. Mark 274 127 46.4- * 255 93,1 Yes
- . -y
48. gk. Martin ) y
-“ ¥ De Porres ' 89 56 6.9 89" 100.0 Yes
51. St. Monica 125 19 15.2 No
58. Our Mother of . .
Sorrows 227 21 9.2 23 10.1 No
59. SS Peter & . : y : .
Paul ~ Norwood 1690 53 33.1 10 6.2 No
61. St. Pius 208 150 72.1 196" 94.2 Yes -
63. St. Richard 134 19 14.2 14 10.4 No
4
69. St. Vincent a
de Paul 68~ 9 13.2 o No
. - ) N
95. St. Bernadette 126 7 5.5 3 No.
104, st. Mary - i T i
. -Hamilton 133 35 26.3 8 6.0 No
Source: Pastor Survey, 1976, Principal Survey, 1976, Office of Educational Services .
‘g ] 19

43
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¢

enrollment (under 200) or else have a substantial number of non-

4

-

catho;ic students. Of these schools:

1. There are eight elementary schools rece1v1ng

‘ direct financial-suppert from the Archdlocese

2. Only two schools (#1 and $#10) have a
substantial non-Catholic enrollment did not
receive direct financial aid from the Arch-

Q diocese, R

3.  Each school receiving aid also has’ a high .
percentage of minority students of their ADM:

A. Percent Non-Catholic ADM
Low 16.3%
High 72.0%
Mean 50.7%

B. Percent Minority ADM

N ~
Low 53.8% B
High 100.0%
Mean 75.5% . o

~

e P -

Elementary School Profiles

»

Table VII glvgsrthe profiles of all the elementary schools op
selected dd#ta. Briefly summarlzlng the profiles:

l. ADM ranges from ‘a low of 68 to a high of 1122
with three schools under 100. . —

,\\ 2. Gzégég)avallable in the parish school are from

K- 2-8

- 3. Classroom staff ranges from a low of 3.6 FTE to
a high of. 40 FTE.

4. The pupil-teacher ratio ranges from 18-1 to 38-1.
Generally speaking, the smallest schools have the
lowest pupil-teacher ratio.

5. Tuitions vary widely. For the individuZl student
from the parish in 1976 the ratio rang from no
cost up to $200 plus fees. The most cpmmon '
tuition being $100, with only modest in®reases
over the past three years. Each parish has 1ts
own adjustments for multiple enrollments per
famlly with usually an upper limit. *

.
’

’

I . ) : 1)
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N ¥ Y ] ‘
%. Costs Per Pupil. THese data were taken from the
1975. Financial Analysis of the Archdiocese. While
. the per pupil costs ranges from a low of $278 to
a high of $674, the variance is suspect. The
cost of instruction under "religion" tends to skew
the data since the salary costs of religious
- personnel is quite low. A more meaningful and
standdrd system of financial reporting is needed
so that accurate per pupil costs can be determined.
The accuracy of these costs is essential when
determining rate of tuition for non-Catholics.

7. Minority percents in the various schools range
from a low of 0% to a high of 100%. No attempt’
has been made to give an average. The greater
minority enrollment tends to be centered in those
schools remaining inp the central city area.

8. The percent of non-Catholic enrollment tends to
be highest in the central city area where
minority enrollment 'is also at its highest ‘
(refer to Table VI). Tthere is.very little non-
Catholic enrollment in the suburban schools.

st
»

N

&
peg
|
)

4
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TABLE VII

FLEMENTARY SCENOL PROFILES
SELECTED DATA - SEPTEMBER 1976

Xr—

[ ey

4

I ADM STAFF~ P.T.Z TUITIONS, C.P.P.% MINORITY NONCATHOLIC- ARCHDIOGESE
SCHOOL 1976 GRADES F.T.E. RATIO ‘1974 1976 1975 % % *SUPPORT
1) St Agnes 150 1-8 6.5 23-1 100 125 617 78.6 42.7 ‘ .

'2) All Saints 522 1-8 45 499 .7

3) St. Aloysius ' ¢ | ¥ .
Bridgetown 479~ 1-8 16 30-1 75 100 424 >6 .0

4) st.. Aloysius ; -

\ Delhi 194 2-8 7 ) 28-1 25 25 405 &0 2..0 '

5) St. Ann- . ) -7 ‘

B Groesheck 692 1-8 /;2 31-1 100 ‘lOQ 32? 1.7 05 @&

6) gxnnuni;:iati‘o; 189 ’ i 100~ 100 |, 492 18.5 '

7) St. gathony | 176  1-8 8 22-1 100 100 281 57.4 39.8 * Yes
_lF.T.E. - Fulltime Equivaleqt: Classsoom Teachers on;x
2Does not include kinéergarten - ¢ . »
3Quoted for one parish student ) o7 ' .
4Takén from Financial Analysis: Cincinnati Archdiocese 74-75 - 3
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- Con ] ‘ Table VII--continjed .~ s T
"y ‘l e " : . ﬁL.‘ . A . . ’ ] . _ '
co ~ ,‘ " ADM 7 STAFFI P.T.2 . TUITIONS = <C.P.P.? MINORITY NONCATHOLIC ARCHDIOCEGE
SCHOOL . - 1976 'GRADES. F.T.E. . RATIO 1974 - 1976 1975 3 $ , SUPPORT
j . .
8) St Mtonlnus g 18 e 23 . 34-1 100 125 425 1.0 ) 4 e
'._9)»A.ssu_mpt10n" . 653 ' '1-8 22 3p-1 100 100 355 5.2 1.2
10) §t. Augustimé _ 91 K-8 ° 5 18-1 30 640 5993 -~ 50.5 - . #
F) . . . - . N . . 3
B » e . ? * ‘ . ‘ " v ?
11) "Str Bartho~ = . : ‘ ' T X
: lomew - 461 8. ~ 17 = 27 100 %100 405 . 2.3 "
’ e N . ' ' - - e T { o ‘ .2» 5
1) st. Bernard. 292 - 1-8 ’ 10 29-1 310 125 360 - . . .0 -0 '

\\ i - ! . ) . ’l . » 0 ) ‘q*.pﬁ;?ﬂ‘ ‘ﬁ‘ k
.~ 13)'St. Bonventure 130,° "1~8 ' , 6 22-1 . X00 _ .140 _ 480 , 1.0 6.2“’" ,
14) St. Boniface 192 ~ 1-8 * . 8  24-1 100 150 577 5.7 > 3.1 B

., 15) Cardinal . ‘ - ) %? . . » ) . -
.. g Pacelli g | I-s 15 26-1 100, 7 100 34 @ . 1.5
16); St‘;i%tharine 669 . ° 2-8 . ' 21, _-32-1 110 _ 115 431 1.9 .0
P -y 1L N ~ / .
17) St. Cecilia * 309 1-8 1" 28-1 1\30 175 430 - 1.0% . 4.2
. oo » . > . C.
18) St. Charles L ) N : . v ,
. Barromeo \30' 1-g 5 26-1 100 - '100 316 1.0 L7.7 ‘
19) st. Clare,, 268  1-8 - ' 11 24-1, 100 125 1420 17.9 - 10.4 9
20), st, Clement 0380 1-8 © .14 . " 27-1 100 L.100 7350 - 21,8 \ 8.2 )
9]:-HCnre of A‘rS 173 = iZg °_ 8 22-1 “130 , 150 365 ., 6.4 12, 1 o
' AR C : ‘s % SRR
i e g .
22) ,S’t. Dorm.nlc 8ge . 2-8 30 © 30~-1 .72 10% 353 'lv.(l. A % J‘\@ ,
- . [ ] . ' M -
b - . - : ' v ‘
24'} Q}t Francls . ’ . ‘ ’ ' '
de Sales 165 K-8 ¢ 8 ) 20-1 100. 125° 674 . 75.8 60,05 " Yes
1 -, 't - , 4 o3 ’
I:KC : ] ’ * - . ' . ' » - . Cd 3
. ' -~ . )




N

Table VII--continued . _ . _

e

.

-«
_ B} — . E} . ‘—_!7 -
ADM STAFFL P.T.2 TUITION3 _ C.P.P.? MINORITY NONCATHOLIC ARCHDIOCESE
SCHOOL 1976 GRADES F.T.E. RATIO" .1974  -1976 1975 % $ - - ~- SUPRORT
Y B LI
R T N . . ',
e -25) st. Frapcis e D ’ ,
seraph 196 , ,1-8 8 ., 25-1 , 'spo 60 594 . 60.9 62.2 Yes
" 26), st. Gabriel - 317  1-8 10 °, " 321 100 100 278 16.7 5.4 -
27) St..George 218 K-8 9 23-1 100 100 338 64.3 . 16.5 Yeg
28) st. Gertrude . 384  1-8 W\ 27-1 1% 119 549 1.3 .5
,29) Gresste L 279 1-8 11 25-1 " 15- @ 35 6.1 1.8
30) Guardian _ o .
~ Angels 897  1-8 24 38-1° 100 . "150 - 431 1 1
. _ . v
. 31) Holy Famjly/ .
< , Our Lady of : » - .
SR Grace- 300 . 1-8 11 27-14M110 . 90 414 .0 .
32) St. Jgnatius 609 2.8 21 29-1 I25 125 359 1.8 N\ .7 ,
33) Immatulate o
f . Heart of N ‘ o ’ .
" Mary ‘. 530 1-8 16 .33-1 100 150 353 - .0 .
34) st. James- ‘ ) ‘. . -
..~ .  -White Oak' 1122 2-g & 20 338 .7 .3 . :
'35) stf. James- _ - . ' -
. Wyoming 222" K-8 9,  25-1. 300 -, 462 110.4 8.6
. w . * !
. 36) st. John the - ‘
Baptist-Dry . b N .
. Ridge 346 2-8 13 27-1 100" 125 469 - 6 ... -V0 -9
(. . . - J L4 . . “ e . » -:‘.‘ o , . )
‘\ /\‘ﬂp . ! g Ces v -—
Y] e n +
- - ) Al ’ ‘f i W - Iy
. "t) ‘ . N . - 10'*

v
]




= i - ¢ -
N ] . L
4 v ’ \
"~ Table VII--continued. . .
N - -
. " N e e . )

‘ - ADM STAFFI P.T.Z -TUITIONS - C.P.P.3 MINORITY NONCATHOLIC ARCHDIOCESE
SCHOOL 1976 GRADES F.T.E. RATIO 1974 1976 1975 % 8 ._~ SUPPORT
37) st. John- . . N SN "L '

Harrison 288" “1-8 .100  -100 415 ¥ .

38) St. John-Deer . ' . | : :

Park 349 1-8 ' 100 100 470 15.3
: .

39) st. Joseph, AR S ¢ ©72 90 427 .100.0 .
’ - P .
40) st. Jude 677 -8 . 24 28-1 104 104 353 - -.1 .0
41) st. Lawrence ® 374,  1-§ 15 25-1 0. 564 2.9 3.2
42) st. Leo 174 1-8 .8 21-1 75 75 459 53.8 52.3 Yes
. N »’\ - - “
43) Little FISwer 539 1-8- 19 28=1 100 100 573 1.6 0
44),St1. Margaret - ' SN - ) "
of Cortona / 216 e - 8 ) 27-1 100 100, '432\ 2.8 5.6
. 45) St. Margaret ; ' : . ’ '

Mary 613 1-8 20 31-1 100 100 413 1.0 .7
46) sSt. Mark . - 275 K-8 13 19-1 200 632 93.1 46.2 Yes
A7) St. Martin 555 1-8 = . 20 28-1 110 1100 468 1.3 1.1
‘ ’ Y °
48) :St. Martin s . ’ ~ -

" De Porres gy 1-8 4 22-1 50 31 306 100.0 62.9 Yes
49) st. Mary. 433 -1-§ 16 27-1 100, 135 477 - 1.4 .9
50) St. Michael 309 1-8 .11, 28-£3? ' 115 427 - .0 1.9 3
s - A T v = Tyt
’ 0 N 2z ' ’\:‘ ) ' i " P
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Table YII--continued

Y N _ : .

SC@%OL . .

- — ADM
1976

STAFF!

F.T.

E.

P.T.<

RATIO 1974 . 1976 1975

TUITION> C.P.P.

MINORITY
%

NONCATHOLIC
%

ARCHDIOCESE
SUPPORT

51)
52)

53)
.54)

‘\‘

55)

56)

'

St. Monica. 120

Natiyity 380
buf Ladv of
Lourdes - 771

Our Lady #f
the Rosary 341

Our Lady of
Sacred Heart302

Our Lady of , .
Victory 948

Our Lady of
Visitation .- 644

Our Mother of |
Sorrow ~ 227

SS Peter & 3 )
Paul-Norwood1l49

SS Peter & Paul
Reading 270

St. Pius 208
Rgssurection 155

St. Richard of
Chichesper 13;

.15 .

5

21.

12

11

29

)

24-1 100, ' 100 . 607

25-1

- 100 547

Id

31-1- 100 343
449
529

382

¢

130 413

T e

165 ' 451

30 7 712

100 598 °

50 475

200" 524

W
100 411




" Table VII--continued

i

4

. ADM
SCHOOL 1976

GRADES F.T.E:

STAFFY P.T.Z TOITIONS  C,P.P.%
RATIO 1974 1976 1975

MINORITY NONCATHOLIC ARCHDIOCESE -

3

SUPPORT

64) St. Saviour. 534

“~

65) St. Theresa of
Avila 680

-66) St. Thohas More
Withamsville 283

67) St. Veronica-
Mt. .Carmel 260

68) 8t. Vincent
4 Ferrer 234

69) St. Vincent
De Paul 68

- 70) Sst. Vivian/
wl) St. William -
95) St. Bernadette -
‘ Amelia
101) st. An
’ Hamj/d ton

162) Corpus Christi
Hamilton

St. Joseph-

1-8

20 27-1 125 150 466
|

25.66 - 26-1 100 100 483

1.

3




Table VII--continued

. I .
ADM . STAFF _P.T. . TUITION -P.P. "MINORITY NONCATHOLIC ARCHDIOCESE
$CHOOL 1976 GRADES F.T.E. RATIN 1974 ° 1976 % « % SUPPORT

104) St. Mary- R

-~

Hamilton 133 K-8 - 24-1 100 . 26.

105) St.:Peter-. ' /

Hamilton 296 1-8 27-1
106) Catholic Central
& Community )
107) (East & West) 283

109) St. Columban-
Loveland 412

112) .st. Andrew- i
Milfgrd 336

114) st. Louis-
Owensville 138 2-8

Source-\ Principal's Survey, 1976
Financial Analysis 1975 Arc¢hdiocese
Office of ;Bducation .
Septemher Enrollment Reports




UNIVERSITY OF DAYTON
DAYTON, OHIO 45469

SCHOOL OF EDUCATION
OFFICE’ OF
- EDUCATIONAL SERVICES

September.24, 1976

¢

LS
Dear Building Principal: . . ) ,

The enclosed survey form is a part of the Catholic Elementary
School Study commissioned by the Cincinnati Archdiocese. .We.re-
spectfully request your completing this .form and returning it in
the enclosed envelope. v e .

The purpose of this survey is to gather pertinent information
from each of the elementary schools involved prior fo making on-site
visitation to ‘'selected schools. Information gathered from you, the
parish pastor, on-site visitation and the Archdiocese will be used -
in making the final report.

L Y

-

Sincerely, '

John(o. Geiger
Director

Herman Torge )
Field Services Specialist

. HT:jy
Enclosures




Y 3 . 5 5 ) .
s Ty ) B ¢

- CENTER FOR VALUES IN EDUCATION
OFFICE OF EDUCATIONAL SERVICES .-
’ ELEhENTAyY BUILDING SURVEY .
. . '.. ‘\ i
Directions . ;.
Please fill in the requested information and/or check any
answers that apply. If you want to make any general commeﬁt!\»h
please include them on a separate sheet of papér and return with ) .
this form in the enclosed envelope. . ) ) '
. . . : ’
Background‘f;formation N -
> Pl
School name . ) Telephone™
‘ 4
Address ‘ a
’ street .
T .
v, . - city - zip
Building Principal name i N :
- \ ; —= ,
Please check which applies: -
Full ti ' . ‘
. ] , . L ¥
Teaching principa1l - which grade? . ’
, ’z -
‘ - ‘l 9;’
>
/,'/. L ) - Y
. N . - \
[ 4 \\" . ;
— ’ A




° \ Student Informatlon \

please list present enrollment - e .

-

K & 1~'2\ '3 & 5 6 7 -~ 8 TOTAL

b a ‘ ry / [] - ] ¢ (”“. ‘-.
. Boys B . . ’ N I
- - p A — 1" o
, Girls - e . - R Al T
- # - < : . L ‘) " ﬁ“— r
- .| Total . |

. 12 S . . iq

Plepse list by ethnic’group .
. . v '

Spanish American -

" Black . R ‘ e

. White. .- ' . '
. L. . Othe:_: ] - 7 !'- . ’.‘ '
TN  Total o ’ ' ’

* . A
.N\;mber 'Gf .non Catholi¢ ‘students - * .
, Number of students transported at pu't'al’!ckxpe;xse . ) "
. 8 Do you have a school lurch procjram? Yes " No !

If yes. , is it open or clogsed? ‘Open__ - ’  Closed

If :|.t‘ 1s open, approx1mately how many students leave the

. » ’
bualdlng for lunch 3 " o ‘ _ . /’
‘Approxmlate number of me!ls served da:.ly

.2 . l

: : . e
. A




- -

o » 3 : " 4

- .. . N ¢ . ) . - :
. . , 4 . K , e
, . Building/ Personnel : ‘ - o0 . ~
s > N - . .

. Please list the number of persons as requested in full time

. equivalents (F.T.E.) A person in the building fudl tigmie would be.
1.0 F.T.E., and one there one-third would be .33 F.T.E‘ : .
“ - . i ‘ " ’ Iy { !
Classroom teachers St
A’. - R ) 'y LAY * , - @ &
K1 2 3 4 5 © 6 7 . 8  TOTAL
» M . ' ~ 2 -
. —. -
. Speéiql ‘teachers (F.T.E.) ‘
N ’
’ . . EY
W } 2 - . . .
i . . ’ . v
Ant . "10 ~Religious EA4 - v
- ; \ v ’
Music . 32 Guidance 8
~ 4 Ed " . N .
_EMR . ; v - " Psychologist L2 . .
o - ’ " BT ’
LBD 1 . % vribrarian T 27
' ’ ‘—'— o N ) ’ el
J Speech & hearing 9 Other REM, READING 16 - ILTOR % -
.o _ - N -~ N
. . Physical Ed 25 . . REM,, MATH "2 A, 2
v, - ) , * . ) . . .- i . ‘ -
Number' of custodial staff (FYr.E.) \ 3
- , . . ' - ° L
Nu%ber of secretarial staff R . (F.T.E.} .. ~
. ’ x . N s e 4 -
4 ) . * v B . - !
N - Of all those who teach in the building, please¢. list as
- requested (number only, no F.T.E.) *- .o ’ .
- L&y men. - . ’ Sisters . ‘ ' T
; N : 4 L3 . o ,
Lay women ' . Brothers. . ' ' -/
¥ - 4 b ‘ - & .
, s :
. ? M . N ‘ i -




i -, 46
-, ‘ |
. ‘Miséellaneoug‘Informqgion ) ' f ‘
e \
1. DGes the building have a facility for i
2 ,; }' - A&es - Shared No ) v ) '
& Libraey - ° s ® .3 o ” ,
‘ Vocdl music 35 13~ 12 ‘ )
S L fhst;umental music 26 19 24 )
- Healfh cfinic- B 43 S13 .9 ! ' ’ ‘i-'... : .
. | PAysical ed. ’ 46 ) ,ll -7 . " ;
Art 21 13 24 . f ‘

2. Do you have objections to any of the organlzatlonal patterns
for elementary schools as listed following? .

~— R . /
Yes No © 7 - -

5

A

P Pl

5° 61 2 (a) K—S,jr one 'buildfng
4

22 _40, -3 (b) K-374-6; 7-8; in separate buildings

. 17 47. 2 (c). K-4; 5-8; in,sepafate.buiidings

- o T W . G- )
‘,‘ ‘;. i R - ' A -
* e 3. If your school does not include klndergarten or grade one, ’
‘would you favor thelr return?

S

~ ‘o "

o ‘ ‘38 Yes ' . Vo S
[ :—— ’ A - ’ o e
4 5 fe) T .. . ! ! ’
— o i ] v N '
N B % N o - ) 7
v 4, Iﬁ,you do not now have. kindergarten or grade dne, . what ‘
< factcrs are keeplng them out? : :
- s . il . .
/ 5 '.(a) Lack of adequate staff )
L 33~1,(B¥ No room ° o . . .
C e .- vooos d - r

-39 (c). Latk of adeéuete fiﬁances

7 (d) Too few students

“(e) Other-

PR



a ‘ N
\ - . / 47>

. . N
N ¢ . _
P ~
B , v

5. Do you feel your school has been able to adequately ‘'support,
' the past five years, the following areas in order to assure.
a good Catholic educational program? A _ Yo

Yes No ?
. 2 . -

53 9 6 (a) Building maintenance
—- — — ‘ C . )
. 627 5 = (b)* Textbook revisions and purchases

oo i L .t
46 17 4 “(c¥ Teaners salaries

59 J = (d) Library material purchases - . ‘ ' ~
L Do e
as - < !
64 2 1 (e) sSchool supply pq;qhases‘ . } 3
61 11 _5 (f) adequateicustodial’and similar staff .
56 7 4 (g9) Dailgrbuilding care . :Y 3
35 15 11 (h) Préper ratio of religious teachers
RN 1: i (1) Other SPECIAL TEACHERS . .
- . “ -' . I , K]
6. Héie you finding it gifficult to recruit satisfactory teachers?
15Yes,” If "Yes"'in what'areas? UPPER GRADES 4 . S )
54 No - ;o - ,_MATH-SCI _ 4
12 . - BLACK TEACHERS 2. - .
For whag reason(s) N
7 .+{(a) Unable to meet Salary cémpetition
5 (b). Lack of supply S
— f '
2 (c) Lack of qualifications (educational) )
4 (d)‘ Lack of qualifications (spirid¢ual, mofa), etc.)
(e) Other, L ) N
— i { . ~
E g . * ! r \
o -
- e
* h Ay

[,




”

. . . T
~
L] . . . L4 ’
. 7 ‘ . .

7. Please evaluate the amount of’ dervice and assistance prov1dedv
to ybur school by the office. of Edubatlon.

;P .
Adequate Need More Need Less , ot ’W\,
l e o
., 53 12 - .* (a) School policy development
b ‘_ll : 1. "(bYJ Help in teacher retruitment
‘\;, 64 R ‘J o ke) Curr1culum plannlng )/
RN 13- 9 - - 7(d) Flnancf!l 3331stance
. — — . ) o .t , .
61 6. N - T(e)ﬁ Religious education” -
€ * W ] ) ) . . s ' ' "y )
© 597 e+ 7 .;yi - ° (f) In-service (Archdiocese)
55" -/ 8 - - ° “(g¢ Ih-service  (Building) . e
V—— —— — Y © . . *
. 6 51 | -. ° (h) Psychological services R
. N . . ' w
8." Pleasg/llst services not now’avallable from the Offlce of PR
Education that would be ‘of help. - - .
L Y -
1. SEE NARRATIVE ’
- 2»“—‘ . v i) .
p . N -~ S AN =T /
3 ) i L0
& - - : .
? ‘4'}\ Y LS - 2
5.0 : v y
.« y, —

. wa are materials and supp}les purcha!ed by your school?

/:.\ B . .y 4 . * i A\
L Egh &a) Dlrectly hy us from salesmen or_ jobbers . Xl
Y ( v ow 3 .
. * ' 1 ¢ e . . . 'I

3 (b) By ‘bid from our~o§§sce ' Ly e V.‘\? L
S4 kﬂu'Py bid in cooperation with other parishesb "‘ijm
23 (d) Most purchases on a once a year ba31sl .y
B (’ther SEE NARRATIVE oo
» - ‘ ’\ - - v
= ™~ . -
14 / ¢ D ) P ’ .
-~ = \ e '




A4

> - - - ] » .
: B 4. © . %
. . . ph
4 \ .‘ , . . A Y . ) ‘
;;10.‘ Do you make use=of Institutional PurcﬁasLn from the Office .
- . vf Education? - . : -
tad B h ’ 1ot !
N .v" -t v - , ’» .
/ 39 Yes . . - , LI - 3 . . L%
_ 23 No - : . . .
» .A' e ) x ’ : P N , v '
11. wWould you favor *some system of cooperative purchasing on items

schools™ (paper
)?

* common to

» ‘duplicating materials,.office *
supp%;es, e - -~

L} L 4 .

,‘ . o « .
55Yes - . . ‘ - . . .
: c o , Co 3 .
9 No .~ . / - - . . T . .
. L B
. 7?‘ ' ) ) Y,
. —_— ) . ’ .
' ' ) ) . . & *
: 12, If elementary school enrollment continues to decline, several L e
, alternatives.are available,. Please rank’ the following courses -
of action in accordance with yourgreference (1-most preferred)-.
: A s ) .
r N 1 . N -
/ Close one or more elementary schools
— J BN . . . -
Reorganize elementary attendance .areas to more . .o
equally distribute students .in prgsenp bu1l§1ng§, C //
. Maintain the present systém N o . N
— . . .
\ , . TN “
Other . , . : N— o
i - - - * !
- > ~ B _/A N _
o - ’ ’\A [ - : . . B
' R * ’ Lo
N & / . ‘. v - ," ) -'i '\ - . ! . .\‘
We thank you very much for your help and cooperation. : ,\\,, ,
¢ o . . »
Y ! N vy -
Pleyse return in the enclosed envelope. Feel freeto
includggany suggestions. - o -
Your returning this survey within one week will be . .
-appreciated. .
1 * » N . ’ . a -
I's N . . Lo ./. [Y
. N te * } - N . - Y B g ‘ -
. Q2 - - * " . i
7 = . ‘ L - - ‘
. - .
’ I} ‘ N ‘ . — )
- : : .
- *
v - 4 kS
:' N N . x4 ) . v
- s M P " . . . , ¥
\) A N - \\ . t; ? L.
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_ CHAPTER ‘1IV

SITE' VISITATIONS

o

As a part.of this.study, site visitations werexconducted on ‘

-

selected elementary schools. .The ;!ﬁection of the sghools to be
vigited was made .after. data were, gathered from a variety of sources

. 1nclud1ng that presented:jin Chapters 1II and III. From the outset
’ P . s -/

" of the project it yas:reali;ed thatxlt was neither necessary,

.

feasible nor oractical to visit;all schools. Therefore,~criteria K

5 A
were establlshed for selet:tlon of schoolﬁ ‘criteria based on the
AN
fiburpose of the study. )
Yi . Because the problem of declining‘enrollment .was one of the '

. primary'pqrposes of the study, it'was also a priority item in
choosing schools for visitation. Declining-enrollments being

« rather common, this was\further delineated. The study staff felt
that a decline, while a prohlem‘in any school, hecomes guite crit- ’ N
ical when enrollments (ADM) fall below 200. This is based on the
reasonlng that be}ow this figure 1t becomes necessary to combine

grade 1evels, the avallablllty of SUpport services declines and the

total number of parish families has dropped to a level that' makes

SUpport -of the school: by the community quite burdensome. Consid-

eratlon was also given to ethnic enrollments, ArchdlocesaxxﬁlnanC1al

support4 geographic locatlon and expendltures per pupll Wlth few .

’© however, when .the ADM criterign was applied the other -
» 7 * T —<

s werﬁ’ﬁénerally present.

In addltlon, a number of schoolg were vrs1ted for reason of

posslbre recomméndatlons. In order to make a recommendatlon,-for .

'
o LIS




instance, to close a.buildinéf

¥

. L I
it was necessary to view another

'school(s) to determine the viability of such & recommendatjon.

A\d
s

A total of 28 elementary schools were visited.
)

.

in some instances,

Included in

%

each visigation waere a building and site inspection, an inter-

a’'discussion with

view with the principal and,

the pastor.

= in building tours.

’

&

the consultants by the principals was outstanding?‘

The following schools were visited.

td

It should be noted here that the copperat®on afforded

5

All were very

open if their responses to questions’ and were extxemely helpful

-

‘ St. .Agnes St. Mary s
‘ St. Aloysius St.  Mark <
. St. Augustine St. Margaret of Cortona
- , St. Bonaventure St. James/Wyomlng X
St. Boniface - St. Gabriel !
~ St. Charles Borromeo Sst. Clare - ) .
Cure of Ars St. Martin de Porres
-St. Francis de, Sales *St. Monica “J
.  Ss. Peter and Paul/Norwood St. Pius y N
"  Resurrection St. Richard of Chichester
. - . St. Anthony" St. Louis/Owensville
st. Francis Seraph, ’ Sst. Leo
. * St. Vlncent de Paul’ St. BernadetteYAmella
' St. Veronlca . St. Thomas More/W1thamville N
. * : ~ 5t. Josep
Not listed arefthose schools visited only to determlne mileage, =
N 4 I ' “

location pr s1@1lar reasons. ¥ yot 1ncluded in this report are the
H

' . -

f.schools in‘Hah!ﬁton, Ohio even, though data were ‘collected for them. .

The Corpus Chrlstl parish on “the North rn edge ‘of Hamllton Courity

wnlch transports its students into a rented schqol in Hamilton

- (the former Hamllton Catholic Boys Hig chool) ‘is evidently sat-
. isfied with this arrangement. The estab shmeni of the Catholic”
Community Schools in Haﬂilton'is éVidence ¢of the kinds of mergers

[Kc A

wll Toxt Provided by ERIC

- as’ one pastor remarked "e..it is difficult to é%eéga’one parish,

. . . [ %

: tha@ can take place for the advantage of all coﬁcerned even though

4 .,— - - i

i

e
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- o

it begges three times as difficult to pléase three parishes.”
®

Clermont County

Four elementary schools in Clermont County were visited.

St. Louis in Owené#{{le is a fairly new school, with adequate

facilities that appear to be wel} maintained. Enrollments are-;

small in most classes making it possible to take on additional

&

students in each grade. Some students are attending from parishes.

'

having no school. Merger or cooperation with other schools is not-

feasible due gb distances. As housing developments move eastward

»

from Cincinnati, Owensvi;le should be an énea which will grow. *

The principal is in need of some assistance since she does scme

teaching, has no secretar§ and handles the purchasing'chofeé in
additioq to all other duties requiredAof an administrator.

St. Bernadétte Schooi in Amelia is also housed in a fairly _S
new facility. It is up-to-date an wéll:maintained. There is a
connecting area to the church which fs older but is very acceptdble
for classroom space. The grounds are spacious and support services
are good. The,principal, who is new this year, has establisheé
two ?oa‘ls fcgr herself. to, add the first grade, and tc‘) eliminate the
cémbfnatibn class in Fhe lower grades. A few studgnts are. coming
from parishes having no school. St. Bernadette is also the Trecip-
ient of students.who ¢annot get into St. Vergnica and, St. Thomas
More. Out-of-parish tui%iod rates seem to be ;nrealistically low.

'

The parish is small but has real potent}gl for growth. The area

. [ .
is quite accessible to Cincinnati and numerous developments

have
- b -

been undertaken of are being planned.

[ ] ‘,.. '
: o \ ' .

JUPRIPTORE SO
.

v
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St. Francis de.Sales School

. ' M

- 8t. Francis de Sales Schodl is located on Madison Avenue, a

main thoroughfare. This %g? year old building is situated directly
next to the éidewalk with little area available for playground or -

parking. . Numerous deficiencies exist in and outside.the Building.

Considering 'th& age -of .the building, any program of renovation to.

bring }t to an a‘ﬁeptable minimgm level would be extremely exéen—

sive. and not practicable.
. . .
The fifteen-foot ceilings coupled with the large areas of
. J e

window glass_,make heating an exppnsive problem, The cubic feet of .

wasted space taken up by the stariways, the heat ldss by the exposed

-

pipes and the puthted radiator heating are items for which any
-solution éther_than a méjof renovation is impracticable. The
EexFerior of the building is in need of attention.~ Possibly the
paint at the time of application was the least expensive alternative,
but not the most lagfing. ,

The building interior is clean. The restrooms are spacious

\Land well cared for. But their basement location resvlts in excessive
"stair traffic; the third floor restroom is small. An excellent
4 . ‘

Learning Center has been establiéhéd--cafpeted and yery conducive to

leafning. Classrooms, as can be expected in a building of this
type, rare large; areas are available- for tutoring group meetings

and student services.

~

The food service area 1is quite small; the eating area adequate.
There is a gym on the third floor with a Jkaqe. It would be )
adequate for elementary ;physical education programs but not very

prabtical for grades seven and eight. , -




\\<‘ »  This building has outlived its usefulfiess as an elementary - .

school. ' ‘ ' - ‘{
: - : * ¢ ‘

St. Richard of Chichester School ) .

» & . _ 1

This sghool, located on North Bend.Road, is situated on a’
'large site but‘wi'th‘_limited blackt&, area. The building is of
one story brick constrhctibn, well maintained, attractive, bright,c - T
well kept. Educational facilities, however; are somewha;.limited.
There are only classrooms for academic instruction. Two of these
J rooms are ratheY small having been made from one large room. There’ .

is no food service, no physical education facility and no library

, . N . ’
or media center. Library materials are kept in the classrooms.

\;\ . The adninistrative office is shared as a teacher room. Although ' > ‘
- this Building is small and has limited facilities it should con- |
‘tinue to serve in some educational capacity. : ..i
-7 v : [ * P }
St. Clare School . .
' This school, containing grades one through eight, bas two - :

~

parts.” One is referred to as the new building (about 18 years

"

. old); the other is called the old building., Both sectiops are in

excellent oondition, we maintained, bright and very clean. The

»

S »

excellent.

o
- e

new wing is of modern construction. (Clgssrooms are .
The old wing has spacious rooms. It;lshcur;ently béing rénovated. -
The lower floor has caipeting thaéfwag recently ingkélled. ‘The

v I N .
sgcond floor is to be carpeted in the very near future% There is .

EY \
an excellent library. Food service is limited to a hot samdwich

> .

program. There is limited facility for physical eduycation. The

play area is small but adequate. ‘ - e




St.-Martin de Porreg School

’ - .

St. Martin de*Porres School, located in Lincoln Heights, has _

extreme limitations as a school building. Whatever the reasons may

have been for its origins they certainly no longer hold true to-

day. It is a four-room school housing 89 students in eight grades,

)
»

3
There are no hallways. The restrooms located at ejther end ‘of the

o < 4 .
building make it necessary for students to move through the «lass-

[8

rooms to the toilet areas. Maintenance and daily cleaning are not
. ]

N
adequate. (There is no custeodian. The pastor takes care of °

maintenance, repair and grass cutting.) The play ‘area is large

but the blacktop is deteriorating The nearby convent has a cafe- <

teria. vétudents have -an art class there thls year. It weuld be S

difficult to Justify the existence of” this school on the basis of

the facility.

'

St: Vincent de Paul School

St Vincent.de Paul School is located on a small hilly Site

along River Road on-the Ohio River.- The community is in an older

" area and is v1rtually isolated from the newer suburban community

located above tne bluffs in the Delhi Avenue area. AccCess to the

L 3

new area to the north is either bthelhi Avenue farftg“the east or

by Anderson Ferry Road which is steep and winding.

>
L) - '

?

3he school and church are ‘in one building, the school being
heuse

above and behind the church. The 69 students are hougedfin

three classroomif. The church social hall serves as the gym. There
~ ) - v ’ - \
is no lunch program. The principal uses the: back of her ¢lassroom
. . i N
Aas an administrative office. She has a full teaching load. Two Sy

-
~

.




-

_ grades.’ ‘
. o

— : _ < 56.

’

of the cla;@rooms accommodate three grades each, the‘other, two
R s v B

-

.3

- Ths general condition of the building is faiiveonsidering the
- . .n -~ 4 )

limited space. The site is steep with very little space and .

- : . f - : . -

Timited parking.

¢

Mergerfpr cqnsolidation effortsnnere begun seveial'yéard ago.
Because of fRe opposition by the principal and the community, the

matté& was dropped. ..Two pastors have since been appointed who also
. . ~ ¢ -

- 'have high school teaching'assignments. Alsc a new school principal

- N

mgas.been employed. The school is financially solvent but with
difficulty. There is little that can .be done for the ghildren of

lthis school without looking beyond the parish boundaries.

1

[
“St. Augustine School ,

St, Augustlné is a small school located on Baék Street in
the central ¢ity. Its small énrollm;nt has made possible (even

' : -
necessaf&),a non-graded program. There are seven faculty (all -
, ] i - .

female) for the 91 students'in'g(ades K-8, A

- [ ]
The school building is located on the third floor of the’
churcﬁ building. THe basemen‘ihOUSes the food servigg aieq; The

first and secend floors are_given over% the ghurch and church

= -

relgted.act;v1t1es. The exterior and 1nter10r of the bu1ld1ng are

“in goéd condition,fpleasant and well cated for. The heating system

—— . o
_seems to be somewhat out of adjustment causing an uneven distri=-

bution of heat, especially to the school section of ‘the bu11d12?
e’ -
‘The. play area should have a Sectlon alven over to visitor @arklng

so students at pl could be.safe from incoming cars.

L _4




of its student bodf'whlch is 59% minority, and 59% non-Cathollc v

-

i St. Lee School . . ' -, A §
M M N . r
. This school of 171 students in grades 1-8\§js located-at

St. Leo Place to the west oﬁ Mlll Creek near St.§{ Clair Heights
Park. Of-the total school pOpulatlon, 54% are_yon-Catholic and
a llke percent are mlnorlty ' e &l #
The séhool is in- a buildigg parate from Qhe church. The
play aree'surrounai;ggthe school. is blaektopped, adequate\rg size:
and in good condirion,‘generel exterior candi;ions of‘the buildiné'.
are good, the pai. on the windows is a‘litt;.](e thin and in( ‘need 8f °
attention. . - . . |

‘.":ihe bqildihg interior ie in gpod §hepe; cleap;and ielﬁVﬁgin-
tained; ‘Hi;h ceilfngs in the‘classroomé.itherﬁark ;f an older
building) lead to\heat loss ahd a leyering‘ﬁf light level..é

-

. Facilities iriclude a media center, a fedd service area and
. , - » 1

ar activity area for music and art. Two classrooms are given«ﬁger

to Tltle I activities. .‘.

The schcol program is departmentalized at- tbe 5~8 grade level.
Grades 1-4 are self-pontalned. Gra@es 3/and 4 deparkmentalize for

science and social s®udies. The-scho;} has 'adopted a levels
. -

¢

™ reading, program for all grades. = °
g - . ’ : A . N
‘Resurrection ,School
vy o
— Resurtection School holses 160 students of which 19 are

kindergarten. Enrollment over the past years had dropped to a

.




N

. DOlnﬁhere the‘dec1s1onf’ha3 been reached té clos®the school.

- ——

However,xlt ‘was decided to reverse the decision an! contlnne T
ogieratlon. In Sebtember 1974, opening enrollment was 20.2ﬂ'not "’ .
;ncludin;; 'kin‘(i_e‘rg;arten‘...‘ The" school projec;cs an increa'se‘ of .25 '.
‘student;s for next. year with additional codrse of‘fe'rings in’ gr’ades

-

:7-'8‘ The pastor, on the other: hand‘ mdlcate’s a drop in parlsh

wamllles over tfe past fo%?r years fro;@ 1200 to\IOOO (104 famllles

. -

' are represented in the &hool) _ ) N

. ()< . The’ bu,l‘lm.ng %s duite. large; able to house tw1c’p the stu«

dents oresent'ly acc:)\xy(odated‘ The play area surroundlng t—he o

bu1ldmg 15’ larqe and in qood‘Q:onditlon. The~burld1ng exterior ‘
’.. AR T,

y . and lni.egor are; in good condlstlon. ‘Héat is suppliedhﬁy c.oal,
N .

- -

‘uch mlg";t pose a problem with a1r standards in thé f%ure.
. L4 ¢ . B . ~
,.\- ‘ Supoort fac111t1es are adequate There is. a'medla center,
. - > B, ” R
/DhYSlCil ducatlon area, facultv area, adm1n1strat1ve office and

. health .a a: The program’ an the school utilizes the cont:.n.uws

. . Vg Yoe”
. N ;
progr&s concept employln‘i} team’ teach.J.ng, small group 1nstrt1ctlon, »
. . SR 3 .

-
. ’ N -

4 .
. and 1nd1\/1duallzation. ST . e, .
-

o

o -

j\' A gr:j;ieal of act1v1ty has beer:'&enemted to,}nelp éxe

?chool op

-
atipnal acﬂlﬁtles such as S ve_x}s’doo,r—to-‘door

!
v1s1t'at10ns, use of parent volunte rs in school, and fund raL51ng

_ . 4 . . .
- >

act»‘J.v1t1es- Th'e parlsh school Board meets mo,pthly IO N : ’
n o . . . - " > . t - Ve e

» . e : ‘ A '\*\_
-"St. Aleysius Schogl - . o ,‘\ LY . .

‘ s T - \ ‘. .

. - u ot . - ’ . .
a0 'I;}f;s"echool is ],ocate'jyst off River Road"in the Delhi-—r-:\, t
) . Y . . . N 3 ) ’. m~ . 3 ~ = R
® . gaylor Park area. “The: parish .is 'small, abaqut 300 families\r and

.. . PP .~' ’ . t

located in an area of stgbility apd 11ibtle growth, Students (26) 'N, N

- . .. =% ° - - . - . .
- - e ' &4 ) . - o t .
. N R - i , e R S . e




0 ) . < 5&.
: : - ,

] L
/ from St. Simon parish also at.teng:. The building is older, of brick
’ ’ ‘ T 2. ’
. construction, but in’'good condition. Windows appear to have
» , . , . . X [
recently been painted. The play area is’adeq_ua_te with some play-
. . » . .. e - . ”

ground equipment (some in*need of repal¥) and a ball field. -

ﬁ, a The bu1ld1ng imterior .is in good condl'tlon,/ clean and well

\ " , .

malntalned Some step areas are in,need of palnt. Seven rooms
. o

+ are given over to'classréom instruction, grades 2-8. The base-.

Ly Jme.nt cbnt’ains. the ?ibra'ry, boiler,‘cafetéria, kitchen, restrooms T s
' . and 'one cﬁ'sroom. No lunch program ‘is bffered children "browg - Y
; '_ ’ba;;" ‘it. A very small office is avali:able for:/the principal. The;‘ /.
s ‘ phyglcal educatlon faClllty is located on’ th‘e’ second floor "/:_ | -
L .q ” The phys1cal loqatlon of the school is s1m11a‘ to that o‘f T <7

- - < - . 7t
Y St. Vincent de ?aul. Located in an area on the banks of the\% .
r - M N
. River, it ‘is qu1te 1solated from the ,areas of greatest hous1n‘g

developments which lie to the north of the par1shh It is .doubtful

'.thattthese developments will 1ncreas,e the St. Aloysi'us° enrolyment.

- . i o . o ( . .' ¢
.St. Anthony School -t S

N .
L]

O
X The -décision to close St.-AnthonyFSchool. dppears ‘to b& imminent.
) . A wl ° . :‘;_ . * . :
- Even with supbort frém the Archdiocese,rit cannot"continue'Jto Te 7
- ‘l N ] ‘; “y ' N . . . n:;,‘ e
« gxift fq.nan01ally I?he question still to b'e 'answered is whe‘re ;
N, - "

ST ' should the St Anthonz st nts go? Dlscusslons wih Cure of Ars

P

and‘,S’t. M?;téar/et of Corténa have been underway for sometime..
? - , -
- o The " bu:lelng‘Is old, buti,ln falr conditien. - At she’ tlme of

—

" Ve E

) the v1sitat10n the ‘school had no custodlay 'I‘»hese.duties were f:ér-

L4 ‘/

., " formed by older students ‘“under the prlrﬁ:lpal s supervijsion. General
. /J

exterlpr cond;,;;ons are good with the exceptlon o}& some’ windows

. , J A
e ‘”‘ (. + - Q ~
. F—- .

b N
4

] . - \.‘j
“« ', “; A . -
T
.
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i
3 e
L)

. 60. -
. 7. .‘ ) !
(gymnasium) and some doors. Interior work of a genetal nature

-

- 1s needed. High ceiilngs cogtribuﬁe to heat loss. The heating ' N
system, which uses radiators, is qujte inefficient. The in-
4 -

.stallation, some years ago, of ceramic tile in the halls and - - .

cafeteria is'qommendaﬁle. However: the type used isvnot rec- .

ommended for’high,trafffc-areas. Cleanliness is a constant
= v’ b

_7“, _ problex. . : \ . o D
ey _Facilities include a gymnasium, large food service area,
T . v .
‘and -adequate storage. The library is very small. A former . .
P
) . B ) A

classro?m areg‘has'peen given over-to aﬁdlo—v1§ual equ1pment

s

. and aJémell-assembly area.  The §lay area-is quite small. -

~ + -'- Cure of Ars “Sthool . . ~ — - e

=

This is a very modegn, attractive Gb-to—date building

v ¢

.o located on a’ beautlful 51te._ The surrounding area is expanelve
4 . .
but hilly réstrlctlnq the amount of paved play area. - ' )

. - - - N

. - The 175 studentS'are house® in seven classrooms,‘%rades 1-8. s
. - . ' > )

Thd‘.[}mqu rooms on the lower’floor are auite spacious, each

) ¢ -

. contalnlng tollet and 51nk facilities. There‘Ls a llbrarv'w1th

i

a full- t1me llbfarlan The bu1ldlnq lacks fac1lit1es for food

. serv;ce and phy51ca4 education. " Maintendnce and everyday‘care

L3

-

- " Seem to be excelfent . , L T

. —
‘oA L N

The pripmcipal referrea‘tq the discussions that had been

- o : J . . . .- .
,; ¥ t}king place with st Anthony coqcern?né tﬁé,mefger of.these ‘ ’
- . "ﬁwowschoglé. At the time of the intervihgsit had been proposed . -
;;;~ "lﬁhaéiéié\sg; Qnthdny studenteﬁ?e iﬁcprgorated intp‘éhe Cure of ~ =~
‘,'»- ” -/, Ty ;P;IS %chbol\."\ x . i . )“;ﬂ R ) - , v )
S R _ L —




o~

. -

v

.

*in need of major renovation. It is QUgéested‘that these be

ES

. . N .
This would be doné:without any change in the Cure of Ars teaching

-

staff save the p0551ble additlon of the St, Anthony pr.incipal. "

The proposal had not yet been finalized. N
- ' o

St. Margaret of Cortona .School . ' '

St. Margaret School houses 217 students in an excellent
. , - , , -
facility.s.While not new, it is quite up~-to-date and attractive.

3

. A . i .
The site is spacious with considerable paved area. The school
is connected to-‘the church but in a éeparate wing. The church

was originally planned as a gym but that phase of the bnziding
. / .
’g;ognam was—never carried forward. The'old church, a 'separate

styucture, now serves as the school gymgnasium,

The -interior of the building is in excellent condition -

making good use of space. The basement toilets are, however,

3 FOEN

‘completely over hauled with new stoolsr lavatorles, tile floors,

. .

and epoxy wall ii;nt. While' this will be expensive, the heavy
\
b ]
use,of these facilities justifies the cost. S

. The building has available spacg to house:additional students.

. R —

*It seems that about féur clasdrooms could be added tosthose =~
currentily in’use.

— A ~

- Dlscu551ons w1th St. Anthony and iCure of Ars have taken

-, * »*

place. Some differences among the three parishes were nét re-

/solved dur;ng these dlscu551ons.

e " M . A




'St, Mary School \; N .

. ‘
i ",

Stt Mary 1s a school of 434 students 1n grades 1-8 located
b _ ‘ s
in the ﬁyde Park area of C1nc1nnat1.l An older bulldlnq, 1t is

N

well-built and 1n-excellent condition, good for manykiaarq of

use. The play’ area is small.and restricted bp; Site 1mitat%0ns -

»

‘Qake any alternatives out of the question.

" All components of’ the exterior of tHe building are in- thee

best O¥ condition. A slight peeling of, palnt ‘on W1ndow 1edges

- .

was the only deterioration noticed. Extensrve w1ndow work,had'

recently been done,
. - s

The‘building includes three floors and a basement area.

Besides classroem ‘'space, accomedations include a gym, food)service
+ "‘ - " N

area, library, administrative offices and a room for remedial

[ . P . " . - < o~
services. All areas are clean and well maintained. Two class-
] . . 3 .~, . .
rooms are housed. in an adjacent area.
. : LA o Lo -3
The survey tedm i§ awaregghat tbvs school has had - 1ts B

-

auxiliary services fundi‘w1thheld bv ‘the Cincinnati Publlc qchools
. ) -
Board of.Education for reasons of alleged racial segregation

—

practices. Sometime ago. there was also a-concern, over the pro- -

posed merger of Holy Cross'with-St. Mary, againfover-the problem.
6f.ﬁacial Balahce., The merger wa# not completed: Holy Cross
s%hqbi has- since closed its.doors. A,pumber'pf.thesé students

are now enrolled at St. Mary.

St. Mark Schdbl,‘ . S B : /

_This_§chool is located o \Mon&gomery Road, a few blocks~
. I's ’ -

—

south of the Norwood corpgkxation/line and Iﬁters%ate 71. ’ _,?
’ 1 ) .. . ~ - P - ) - -
° o « . | ;)3 ] ' -' . cee .
e * '( - : b\ ~ = " ——
. < . -

9

—v




The site includes a large chur‘ch lnd:.ng area and the schodl.’
.
Play arsh 1s ddequate and,din falrly good conzltlon.

-

Hbused in the bUlldlng are 267 students, 46% of whom are . -
non-Cathollc: The Earlsh membershlp is unable to support the

school ‘consequently'the Archdiocese provides financial support.
i .
<t The bulldlng eXterlor 1s‘%f ekcellent constructlon, but -~

.
-

. ettentlon should be giveén to the windows. They are metal and show

. signs of rust. Exterior doors are also in need ‘of attentlon."
S

It wasrev1dent that the school did rnot have the serv1ces of
a custodlan. "It is suggested that someone be employed at a

reasonable llVlng wage do that conditions within the: bulldlng do

not deteriorate. W1thout a good custAhlanl real problems w1ll be

LR . -
" ~ s ~ N

created. : . ] o

L

Tyt e a . ? . » . . ¢ i
The building is roomy, hav1ng all the necessary areas for
- f D

educational programs. There is a gym, a large cafeterla—kltchen

—

- .

area, adequate administrative. offlces and llbfﬂlx‘r

o5

.all- day klndergartenlfor 21 students is loCated on—the(élrst floor. .C

+ o 4

A teacher area is located at the dead end of tgi upsta;rs hall

. %

Much work has been done to brlghten the buzld;ng through the\use*

»

of ll;ht colored paint, Stalrways in the buiidlng are narrow ¥

&

The pr-incipal has been ‘involved' in nume‘was attempts to bring
N »

/& -

N

about program changes in the area Cathollb $chdols. Ehe latest~
o V> I

s<-d1scu551ons ﬁere premised on the Purcell Reglnadmlriam consoll- -
> /

° I > .
. dation which did not take place. . B} jﬂ~;§ el o
! ) x’ L \ - e : . -'h ® )

h I ;o . , ) V4

at. -Boniface. School

=

o«

This sg,hqol, located at l§82 Pullan Avenue' houses 192 students,




grades 1-8. It is a large stOne structure of reCent constructlon
(1947),. located on a large 51te offerlng a very pleasant, atmosphere <

for students and, staff. ‘Malntenance~qf the bulidlng has bean kept‘

2 -

at a Very hlgh levf¥ There are 8 ciassrooms for academic u%s and’

— ’

an addltlonal ‘4 rooms belng used for support sefvices. (Two clask-.
S . .

rooms are being leased to the publ}c schools during the present

.

. ’ [ R :
academic{ year.) Enrollment has been on.tu? decline the past several

1" yeaxs<s School personnel describe the program,as.adeéuate and fur-
' - . - .
ther state that' they are fortunate in having an active parish

school board which hopgs to be able to continue the eperation of .

the school. N . :

St'.--Morica School

- —_

Y

St. Monica is located on Herman Avenue.’

Current rollment is

- L .

. - 125,  considerably lower than enroleents,of-past years (215 in .:)

4 vy .

1970=71) . Because of this .decline, a portion of the building is
U Lt e - - - - . ¢ ) .

not used extensivelj, The school adminiStration, reeognizing the

problém of low enrolimen;, has begun discussions with St. George
LY . N .- .

» v . ‘ —_ X . . F [ 3
School. From all indications such a merger will take place next - =

L . . P
. S .

school year. y ) \J/

r f » - . | . /

St. Pius School N . _ )
:', . St.'Rius;‘loéated on_Borden(%ﬁg;ue on'a.;e;y restrieted site, ) _
- serves(a studeut population® of "208 Pupzls, gradeshi-ﬁ." About 97% «

re pon-white, Thégnon—Catholic enrollment is 74%.

-f

* -M" . . - .,.’-‘
“’Mgﬁy_of the amrl;iffwho have ct dren im-school are receiv1ng ADC .

- Ad ﬁ' i) -
. t
payme .~ The school has'a kﬁnch’program se:tlng neafly 100% of
o« Wy 4 - . ~0
- ) )
- of thg students. " There is a llbrary but little other space for
, ’ ) N e e €~ 7 .
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65. .~

s
o e s P bt

-

supportive services. School enrollments are up’from-a low'of 128

o

in 1971-72. Communlty and gchool leaders hope to corrtinue this
&3&

school 51ncd it seems to serve as a focal point for the communlty.

\

St. Erancis‘Seraph School )
' )

This school, located on East Liberty Stree E, was constructed
in the early years of thf; century. It is a two and one-half story
brick bulldlng located on an extremely restr1cted site with very

llttle play area In addltlon to the school, the’structure hag

facilities for resident nuns. The school is located in an area

3

. where the general population between 1960 and 1970 drqpped over *

50%. "School® population sinte 1970:has held near the 200 mark.

. There- is an‘extremelynhigh'mobility rate -{60%). -School officials

®stimate that 60% of the school families are on ADC. Over.60% of

the students .are non<=white¢ and about the same percentage is nen-

. - L . >
Cathollc ) : . ' S
- ’ ) W - . ‘

The building itself is in need of exténsive remodeling and

renovationxto continue servrng a5<a school. Of thé ld.classrooms )
in the building, 8 ar€ being used for’academic instruction,ﬁ6_§or‘
support serv1ces, and 1 for Tltle I programs

School personneliare making spec1al eééorts to prov£}e pro-
gfams ‘to meet the'needs.of the.studenté ' School.personnel indi-
cated that: (1) they’ would llke to add a 9th grade to the school
since - very few student’s can afford to go to a Cathollc h1gh school;
62) they would like to expand the offerings available to the pres-
ent student body, and (3) thére is a strong, attive lay board of

J . .

educai&on. ', : . A

-

Ll

—~—
A




\

St. Bonaventure School

- . g C -

: _". St. Bonaventure is ldcated on Queen City Avenue on‘a very
limited site. Enrollments have declined over the past several years

from 237 in 1970-71 to the.present enrollment.of 130 students. ,The
— B . ' r} ) :
» two and one-half story brick structure contains six classrooms .

4 .

-

which arg used for academic instruction, two for support services
and one- for storage. There are twelve édditional classrooms in -an
adjoining building which are not used to.any extent. There is need
" ' for extensive maintenance and ;enova;ion if this gu}lding is {5

provide'a quality learning environment. A teacher workroom would

.also be a great asset. 'The school staff feels the addition of

) . .
grade 9.would be an advantage since few students attend a Catholic

high school. Without a}ninth grade“these.stLdgnts must attend a

public junior high school for one year. ) >
s ’ ,

The schopl adminidration feels théﬁmajoritf of the parish
. ! '

¢

I would resist any attempt at reorganization ) at this time even

though school enrollment is margiral result!ﬂg in heavy costs for
’ i ’

- ‘the parishioners, - y

St. ' Charles Borromeo School >
— ) )

7 St. Charles Bor¥omeo School is located on West Seymour Avenue. \
d ‘ It houses 130 .students in grades 1-8, a decline from 173 in 1870-71.

‘'The play area is limited, however space is available across the
* . . - ..
street in the church yard. The building has bheen we}l maiptained

and is very clean. The heating system, howevér, is in needgoflsome

- attention since it is samewHat ‘unreliable and in need of some

' radiator replaceﬁentsh. Of thé 8 clasdrooms, 6 are being used, for
. . ’ . (O :
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- i

academic_ipstruction with the additional rooms supplying support

services. The special purpose areds of library, ‘physical education: .

health, stprage and custodial seemed sto be adequate. ‘A teacher work
néi

area’ is ded. Because of declining .enrpllments the ‘school faces )

some critical decisions in terms of .its continued existence.

St. Agnes .School ' 3 SR

St. Agnes is located on Carolina.Avenye in the Bond Hill area

»

S 4 )
of Cincinnati. Present student population is 155, a decline of some

100 students-over the past 6 years. It had an adequate s1te with

P conS1derable play area but 11ttle or no equipment. The exterlor of

-

1

iK‘{dlng, in general, is in good condition with the exception

of some window repair.

-

" *. The interior of the building is in need'of attention, being

-

in need of additional cleaning and répair. Paint is needed in the

audltorlum, basement and second floor hallway.  Some rooms evidence °
» - - . .
needed plaster repair. -

[4 - ~ L8
Classrooms are Snfall ‘*n - are’ Six are used for instruction,

f

-

two classrooms are used for support services. One is usedias a
¢, - N -

learnlng center and is fllled with equlpment ing used. One
. ¥
classroom is used as the principal's office eacher workroom,

rd

There are adequate areas for phys1cal educatlon, llbrary, band,

- s

mu51c,.art and food service. Storage space is ample, 1‘} R

;  The basic problem of thé‘school'is'finance The parish Ts un=-

. -
-able to support the school. The tU1t10n recelpts are not suff1c1ent
‘income and parish £inancial'support cannot meet the nheed. - t, cans

=
not cofitinue much longer under-present conditions. B




{

Ss. Peter and Paul/Norwood

‘ - . 4

. ; { ’ ) . , .
Ss. Peter and Paul School is located on Moeller Avenue hear .

’

Regina School. It house§v155 students in grad®s 1-8 which is a

»

decline of some 50 students over the past five ieérs" The buildin&

could house 220 students. The site/is large‘withuswinbs and a-
, . s 4 - -

'

. basketball court., Parking is adequate. (Regina is closg by.) .

5 -

The building is older but in good condition. A maintenance program .. .

is evident: The interior. is also in gopd repair, clean and wéll

» h ~”
maintained. A new restroom has been installed hear the gym. A - 7°'- 4
. N "' e . I

new furnace was installed, last yedr and new eledtrical outlets -

were put in several years ago. o *

’

- ’

’

Thete are 8 classr06m$ being used for. instruction and 3 class-

(learning center,,tsacher .
1 , e, - . I . - . B .
workroom, music room). - There is 'a gym/auditorium, .but no cafe- ia .

sooms being vsed for support services

-

teria (students Bring their lunch or buy hqt'sandwiches)é/ $
; : ) ‘ o :

P

The school igwfacing financial pféhléﬁs brought on by de-

N i . . . > \\ . - . .
.clining enrpliment and increas ‘?ts. —Consolidation effor'ts,#[lth

.OSt. Matth'g( School four years” _,’.failed. . St. Matthew and Stl’ ok
. ﬂ o . I .
Elizabeth have since merged tB He&€con s&le' school. Presently, ‘

SR e .
séme conversations have been"going on-with Stx Agnes Fnd‘St. Mark,

- ~

-

* but to d’agze nothing iha‘s‘ di el_o;ﬁé.' The futume of this school as -,

. F ' ) ))~§5 . .
- pgxesently organized seems:doubtful. . . - S S
St. Joséph School - - o S .o -

\

'
' , , - .

- .The. school is located on Lintoln ParkADriVe near Music Hall in

v ¢, .

]

. Iy , . o _ . - )
//a.ngighborhcod eonsisting primarily of apartmert$ ‘and pullic housing.

. ’ ] 4 . 7 : . . '
'Op the site gPe located the Church, the rectory, two school build= -
¢ - ‘ R . .

,," “ .' R .\’
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s

ings,;and a Aob}le home usegtas the convent. The site is severely
limited with no space f3® play area or parking, : \

The school areas eonsist of the larger (main) building which

~—0 _ /
has a basement and three flobors and the smaller (annex) houses

pre kindergarten, klndErgarten and }ower elementary. The re-

i
malnders are in the anmex.which recently served as the convent,

The main building shows considerable evidence of recent repair

and renovation-in the forms of w}ndows,.doors,,ceilings and paint.

Although an old building, it is in good kondltlon and at present

seems well cared for. The restrooms were, modern and san1tary

' The least adequate fac1lity was the qymnasium on the top floor,

/ » i
it being imr need of some refurbishing.. It .was understood that

thi§ also serves as the. blngo area which 1s qulte well attended
. - ’ A .
L, - & . -t
cess from the main building to the annexais through a base-

thergfore belng heav1ly used

mep€ tunnel. This tunnel also leads to the church housing the

» . ——— . .
féod service area. The annex has recently been femodeled from a
conveént to classroom'use. The rooms,~beinglsmall are used double

for one instructional area. Two floors are used, e third floor

’ 5 & e - ' ) «
renovation has not been compieted. geéause of the previous use of :

. N
tbe]bulldlng, halls are narrow, stairs narrow and classroom noise

)
-is very ev1dent The use of carpet and acoustlcal celllng and

upper wall treatment would do ‘much to elrmlnate noise.

. i

The food service area under the church is huge, able to handle

more ,than the present school pooulation: " Evidence here, as well as
in other parts .of the building‘ishows considerable attention to

cleaning, painting and everyday care. .. .
- I N "Lg . B -




- Thgre are a“number of unlque features of this school It X

- has shown "a cons1derable growth the oast sé/eral years. The school

'pepulatlon of over 400 students is IOO% black A breakfast

. -

program is avallable and over one-half of the students take part

. in the Federal lunch program. S ) : - ! J— g -
To continue, over one—half‘bf thefstudents are not_of the ’
‘parish. Parents who wish may leauq their children after shcool
'untll five or five~ thlrty o clock and p1ckathen up after work l

There is- a small fee fer this service. ThlS un1que,serv1ce has

’ . 3

helped boost enrollment, espec1ally ‘since 1t \E avallable for all -

students, pre-K to grade 8. (THe pre-klndergarten will be dis-_

’

continued ‘next school year because the school was unable to secure

a
-

a license,) , ) €
’

Tuition rates are graduated from $lO per manth for parish -

’
.

\Bnembers to $35 per month’for the pre- klndergarten. Since the

.

parish is small the’ dlfference between actual cost and 1ncome is
: LN )
made up through fund raising. The pr;nc1pal, ,who has an excellent

understand1ng of the 3chool's f1nanc1al structure, expressed'oon-

1

cern for the future unless income is increased. ) 4

~ ¢

s P4 - . . -
The elimination- of the pre-kindergargen will free up some

space next year. The present enrollment is taxing the capacity
2 » -
of the buildings. - . . : ' ' - E

- A ' ’

Finally, she school has an active and representative Board of -

"Education‘which is involved in the school's life.

[ - L -
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9 ' - . RECOMMENRATIONS-

CHAPTER V

Ve

.

-t

The recommendations of the study aff are-presenteéfiy/this .

final clapter of the report. T

v
.

»
recommendations begin with
2

those (A)\ dealing with specific schools and éuggested~dffection§ ;'C

each might pursue,

-

. P 4
general nature dealing with items for
- e

set of 'itommen@ations (C) are.those directed to the Offiéé of

. 4
Education and the Archdiocgse. = .
- )

all schools.,.

v

The second set of recommendations (B) are of a

P .
The third TT\

.

B

* The study itaff wishes to caution the reader and those who
3

‘might be effected by'the'recommendations offered. They should not

- - L2

: 4 , . - . s .
be taken as "law" or "orders" but rather as suggestions to in

4

considerable study or as information to be

i

ﬁ#iate

addéd to that alreiéy .
w7 ‘\__ .

- \ . . .
available. Those who have a great ‘'deal at ‘stake in the sguggested -4

changes must'be involved. The success and

is effected is in direct proportion to the

of persons effected by -the change.

A. SPECIFIC SCHOOL RECOMMENDATIONS
. \ R

Recommendation # ,

It is'recommended

Catholic Elémentary Schqols in Clermont County. st.
A [
is smal} but should be able to continue under pgeéént c@rcumst%nces.,

N < P . S »
As home constructien expands -eastward from Cincinnati the number .

w .

.

~

-

Zhat,at"present no changes be

ease with

which changt’a}é.

involvement

extent of ‘.

-

made in the

Lonis’ Schdol

\

.. ] .
of available pupils should grow., It would be,@gdisable for st.

v,

Louic Schodl

) - i .
"some [help (sécretarial, music).

biliyies .are overwhelming. .

-

te examine the role of the principal\and to bring

Her,present/yérﬁf;hd respongi-.

in

e

r 3

.~ P

¢




. Recopuiendatlon #2 B

. 72.
: . ’ , L '

. o - <

- * 4

St. Bernadette School is presently receiving 0verflow students

-~ .

¥

from St. Vetronica and St. Thomas More in add1t10n to those .from

\
.

parLshes wlthout schools. The prrnc1pal hopes to expand the

s 1

school- next year by offerlng grade one and ellmlnatTng the com-

b1ned grade.’ Amelia is an area of easy access to C1nc1nnat1 SO.

. !
. -

that present and future hou51ng developments will. maké for ad-

* » - L. v

ditional studentsl 4

St. Thoras More and St., Veronica are at capacity in most '

) . : , _—

ggades)*althpugh'St. Thomas More could make some classroom space

availab}e:‘ If'and‘when these three schools (Veronica, More and

Bernadettef at any.time feel that some expansion is necessary, it
should signal the need for exten51ve study by a%& three parishes.

Any future major decisions concernlng the directions of Catholic

Elementary Education for these’ schools should be as a result-of

)

the involvement of all three. It might ke worth considering

reqular‘meetings by the administration of these varish schools.

. B -
N hd *
- N A
.
-

-
+

It is recdmmended that St. Martin:de Porres be discontinued

as a schocl. There are a nuymber of basic reasons for the recom-
’
]

- > . N
menda&ion.- . .

1. The building is not conducive to education.
The plans, lack of facilities and general con-
dition would dictate tha® it be c']osed.

2. The racial minérity is 100% black.
3. Fifty-six of ‘the 89 students in SChQOl are . 3
non-Catholic; . . .
. S )
4., The parlsh has not and cannot support the
schocl.” The church is only open on Sunday. -

’ . ' \ '
‘ ' b

el




e , 'r

‘.'.Whlle it may cause a furor among the parents .

> and perhaps the community, the practicabilities

3 of operating a school of 89 students in a less

than minimum-standard school building are just NN
not realistic. . ' /

»

) o -
Two schools are available within a short.distance, St. James/

Wyoming and St. Gabriel. St. James is the smaller school with

A .

smaller class sizes. However, it would not absotb the present

student body of St. Martih without bringing tn-'staff. (Table VIII)

Oon the other hand lt would not be unreallstlc to assume that

.

~\.not all of the St. Martin students would elect to qo to St, James
thereby making absorntlon more practlcal ' . ‘/
St. Gabriel'is a larger building with a somewhat larger stu-

dent body (317). According to the ?rinCipal it is in the process
» '_‘ . . .
of dropping one class per year until.one class per grade remains. »

As ¥ooms become available, they are put to other uses. Presently
the building could accommodate the present St. Martln student

'enrollment “A comparison of the two schools 1sthown.in Table IX.

¥

- St. Gabriel has an additional advantage in that it.is located 4
in the 'same public school district as St. Martin (Princeton Cityx;
St. James, on the other hand, is in the Wyeming City School Drstrlct

Very few of the St. Martin ,students presently matrlculate in a

- .
-

Catholic high school.

-

Both schools have the facilities lacking at St. Martin. . 2
Both could-hendlelthe student enrollment. Both St. James and

St-§abriel have some minority enroklments so that transition would

¢

be no problem. (See Table XX)

’

It is therefore further recommended that discussions begin

N

between St. Gabriel, St. Martin and the Archdiocese for possible




- - ‘ k’ - 2
\
’ LS
‘ TABLE IX ‘ ' x4
. ) ST. GABRIEL - ST. MARTIN - oo ;
. ' . ADM - STAFF - 1976 N .
ol - “ s \/ .
. . ST. GABRIEL = o ? MARTIN ] COMBINED
' GRADE ‘ADM _ STAFF A DM  STWFF ADM STAF
.\ T~ . i
1 36 1 14/ .5 S 50 %;5
rs v . 13 M f i N ;
' 2 30, 1 s © 12 .50 : 42 " . 1.5
T3 ‘ ‘ 32 1- - 14 . .5 . 46. 1.5
/
4 35 1- _ ST .5 : _ 42 ., - 1.5
5 30 1 .13 .5 - 43 1.5
. 6 .. 49 1 ' oot s 60 1,5 -
7 49 1 : , 9 .5 . 58 2.5
. 4 » 5 i . ,
8 - - 56 1 . 9 .5 63 2.5
TOTAL " 317 10 . 89 4.0 406 14.0
| o ‘
| i E !
| .Source: Principal Survey .
LD ¢ - Office of Educational Services - ‘ . ) ‘-
. \ '
_ .
¢ ) : -
- .~ ’

‘6L




TABLE IX

ST. GABRIEL - ST. MARTIN
ADM - STAFF - 1976

14

. =
- . \/
. ST. GABRIEL R ;?ph MARTIN COMBINED
GRADE ‘ADM___ STAFF A DM STWFF ADM STAF
1 ad , -
1 36 1 14 .5 50 a;s
. v , | [} - .
2 30, 1 - 12 .5 42 ' . 1.5
3 ‘ 32 1- )14 .5 46. 1.5
4 35 1- C 7 .5 42, 1 1.5
5 30 1 13 .5 . 43 1.5
6 .49 1 11-' .5 60" - 1.5
7 49 ‘1 . 9 .5 58 2.5
8 - 56 1 . 9 .5 63 ‘2.5
TOTAL 317 10 89 4.0 406 14.0
¥ ! ’
; . .. \
:Source: Principal Survey

Office of Educational Services

7
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)

transfer of St. Martin to St. Gabriel. 'The qu§§t{én of Arch-

- ! * . »

diocesan suhpgrt of St. Martin students. will need teo be conside(ed.

Resolution of the St. Martin question should come as soon as
: . , ' . ., . R
possible. * , ’ o

;f for some réason the consolidation of .St. Martin students
into St. Gabriel is not feasjble, then discussidns with St. James

should be initiated. While not- the better of the two alternatives,
it i$ desireable to the present situation. -

-

, %

Recommendation #3 . ' N

' DlSCUSSlonS have bekn underway for some tlme in what has

%

been called "The St: Rldhard Study."i This study\involves five'

schools:

‘/\ * . .
St. 'Richard 134 ADM
.ol

L]

’

St. Clare . 269 -ADM

.

" 8t. Ann’ . . 686 ADM
St, Margaret Mary . 614 ~ADM
Little -Flower: . 546 - ADM

Vp recommendatlons have been reached by the group Dlscu551ons

+ ’

have been recessed pendlng the completlon of the present study

It is recommended that merger dlSCUSSlonS, 1nvolV1ng Sts'

—

Richard and, st. Clare parishesf be continued: Such discu$sions

should finalize as early as.pOSSible a date for said merger in’
P . .o ‘
- » - .
order ~that a schedule‘of activities’ could be developed.

- . .

. ‘ . .
The continuatrpn of St. Ann, St. Margaret Mary and Little

v

Flower as separate schools is-recommended. All three are of a
13 ! . .
size sufficient for good educational management. The merger of.

P -

. -




-

Sts Richard and st. ¢lare would still make that the smallest of the

schools. .The distance between schools also warrants the recom-
» u ” -
mendation. St. Clare and St. Richard are nearer to each other than '

» .

the other schools., Finally, the merger of St. Richard with any

other school wquld leave St. Clare™faced with the ﬁpssible neces-
. , _ ) ; , . .
sity of future adjustments.

It is further Yecommended that discussions consider the use

I3

of both buildings--St. Richard as lower elementary and St. Clare
<~ ’ . O »
as upper elementary. Both buildings are in excellent condition
and should continue as‘'schools. The-size of St. Richard and the
' /

lack of certain facilities makef it more advantagéoug as a lower

" grade building.:

A

. Recommendation. #4

Y

-

It*is recommended that consideration be given to addiné a

first grade’ for St. Ricﬁard parish, thus giving a total of six
séc;ion? of ‘grades 1-3 to be housed in the St. Richard builfing.

Gradeé 4-6 could be considered a uﬁit using a staff of 6 teachers,

-

likewise, 7-8 using a staff of 5 teachers. The total staff wéuld

number 17 including the additional fimst grade, which is less than
. . . -

presently employed. It is further recommended that the principal

be'fullrtime with offices in St.:Clare. A head teacher could be

~

appointed for st. Richard.

£ / .
>

ﬂ'} bd ~ i "
If it is posgiblefa;room at St. ‘Richard should be .designated
_ Eo . . >

L3

.

as.a library.’ Some study-of sﬁace utilization should take place

to assure optimum use of the facjjpities.

>

4 v

,'-;f is recommgndea that St. Vincent de Paul apd St. Aloysius

v
-

. \ ’ N
begin discussions on the merger of the two schools. Since.St.

:
H
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: TABLE X '
ST. RTCHARD -' ST. CLARE
ADM -. STAFF - 1976
. , * N . ’
ot . 5 .
_.&T. RICHARD B ST. CLARE COMBINED -
'GRADE ADM STAFF - ADM STAFF ggima © STAFF
, - _ —~ = T
1+ - .- 31 S 31 AL 1.0
2 20 1.0 T30 1.0 -~ 50 _ 2.0
3 .14 .5 32/ 1.0 46 - 1.5
3 L .
. -~ . ', -
4, | 18 .5 28 . \1.0 46. ' 1.5
B ! » . ‘. '
5 © 17 1.0 21 1.0 38 2.0
> . ) TN~ .
6 22 1.0 38 1.5 60
H e .
7 24 1.0 49 2.0 - 73
8 19 1.33 40 2.5 59
TOTAL 134 6.33 269 11.0 403
Source: Principal Report, b ., )
Office of Educational Services .
- I ta * A ’ ‘
1 1 * . ' .
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<+ Simon is located between the two parishes, and<is sending some !

students to St /Aioy51us, 1t should he included in the discu5510ns

a R \L/_f— T
. On the other hand the.location of St. Simon (with the greater part
of its territory north of the‘bank of’the Ohio River and adjacent ’

t® ‘St. Dominic. and Our Lady-of Visitation) might‘give redson for the
. ! ' ’ o .. o ‘p R L
AT e > o ‘ - ‘
parishete reconsider. its 81tuation. -4 R ' . T

. J. . Y Iy

. The attempt to merge St Vincent w1th‘another scﬂ@ol several

0

v N

years ago’ met w1th strong reSLStance waever, since there are a
Ly s : .
new pastor and princ1pal a merger could be more easily faCilitated .
, kN
Communlzy support depends heaVLly on encourageqpnt from tﬁe ﬁarish
‘ , ~ 3 ,
"leaders. ) * . . A . .o o
‘ ) . . , N .
' The St. Vincent facility is simply.not suited to a program for *

eight grades. The parish ‘could ngt furnish suffiCient studenis

. even,if classroom space were available. It- should be combined with

another sghool. .- ’__M,A, ¢

< LY . . .‘ »

. The recommend%tion to merge. with St.'Aloysius is based on both

- geographic,and socio-economic reasons. Both parishes are located L
— ] e ‘:D ,

¢ along the bank of ‘the Ohio River. Both communities are older and

well establLshed as: opposed to the newer, subqrban communities

- ’

' bﬁilding to theQnorth ' . o= .

St. Dominid’appears to be closer to St.:Vincent but access -
. . . * o, :
viawghdergon Ferry Road is more time consuming than the diréct

. ) \ . . -. v -
. routg of River Road to St. Aloysius. E : 'ﬁ.f L. LT . ;
. . » ‘ ) )
' St. Vintent.and St. Aloysius Schools should be merged into one
’ ’ s ¢

~ bUilding If absolutely necessary? arrangements could be made'to;

, use {he St Vincent building for first and/o;*second grade, ‘st.
Dos

.

Aloys1us would then be’ able to house the' remaining classes. s
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. , : N
4 ¢ < > ! * -~ : '
{ L ‘..' , / ‘ Y -
) " E -':,-;?{{BLE Xy .
.. vIicENT. - ;;/ ALOYSIUS 7
.- . -ADM - STAFF -'1976 ¢ . -
N4 ‘;% :- ; ". - . / i . } . A.;l
T ST. *VINCENT:." 2 .7 T/ ALOYSIUS COMBINED .
GRADE ADM .  STAFF - /ADM STAFF ADM STAFF
’ . oot N M )
o1t 6 . 33, AT W 6 .33,
Co . - AR - o RSN
2 . 7% .33, 18 -~ 1.0 . 25 1.33
5 T T S
3 (G f2 33 - 729 1.0 - 4l 1.33
& s, .44 .. ¢ 28 "1.0 . 33 1.44
5 ‘10 ¢ .44 32 1.0 .- 42 - . 1.44
L . oL PR
4. - . ‘e B .~ < . )
6 7 .24 26§ 1.0 ©35 0 - 144
- \l
7 ) .67 27 Y. 1.0 29% W1.6%
- . . - - .
8, Vv « 9 .67 32 1% ~-4r " 1.67
TOTAL 68 . 3.65 194~ 7.00 - 262, . 10.65
Soyrce: Principal Report, ., M f' o ‘ ..
: ‘Office of Fducational Serviees- O ' )
s . v‘\ \J 14
1 > 7 o .
’ .M ) » ‘\’\' . ; ‘
‘ S CR
w 4 A . - A
i . »” ¢
N 0 C e ,
‘. . A}
A} ) ’
\‘ L (‘ *. - ,‘ .”v
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In merglng the two sdhools, flrst grade should be provided*

w - .t ' .
.

» » for both parlshes.‘ Wlth first and second grades housed at St

4 i
< Vlncent and the remalhlng grades au St Aloy51us, the merged

- Aschool would deed less staff‘than 1s now employed by both schools.'

Presently 7 8 grades employ 3 §4 teachers. In one bu1ld1ng the

L4

70 studénts could detaught by 3 0 teaéhers. ‘.' e _;Jt

. - A :
. .
. \ , , R

Recommendation.#S : RS -

5w -, N -

It'is’recoﬁmendedithat St..Anthgpy School be closed. 'This,

. . reécommendation is given with the,(ionledge that the decision has
. . ‘ 4 .

'

. ‘already been made, at the oarish administrative level. A reoomé

‘ - R % .
n Education. No acthn_has .

. s
“ s

merdation is before the Commission’

been taken. L ‘) ) )

’ Discussions have taken ‘place aﬁong St. Anthony and its two

’ :_nelghborlng parlshes, Cure of Ars (St. John Vianrfy) and St. o o
' Margaret of Cortona. 'Differences arosg that Seemlnqu could '
. \
. not be resolved It is h0ped that the reconmendatlons‘of‘the )
- study staff wrf//help resolve the d1fferep§k§ now’ ex1st1ng
Taklng the c1051ng of St. Anthony as fact, there are a’ ..
? ,number of pOSSfG1lltleS for ‘the students of that school qw' LN
S o ' l. Parents could be allowed to segﬁ'thelr chlldren - L
T . + -to whichever schogl they wishe o o . ‘ .
\ 2.~ They could be divided between St. Maragret and - »
| Curt of Ars by some mutually agreed upon method. .
’ 1; 3. iStudents,could all be assrgned to qure of A{s.
"' 4.‘ Students‘could all be assigned to st. Maréaret . . S&
- A. Students of all three schools cou{ﬁ;be»coﬁﬁined'and . 'f ]
Y ) organized into the two buildings accordlng to sbme
) set organizational pattern. ‘. ‘ . " -
) . ' ) A - - )
. a ;I}g‘ ‘%> ’ M
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v - r . '
ro the schoo} and parlsh for leadershlp and dlrectron \@eft-to_'

~ 5

|
-_ The,first solution is obviouslylundEEirable. Parents. look -
|

\

. . ethelr own chodsing”’ w1thout any dlrectlon, it is yery p0551b1e

: ’ they w‘ould }ake no-. ch01ce at all E S . / ‘ o
The restructur;ng of the schoof attendanqe areas by divid- * |

. N . ) i . ) o ‘ :

V. ing the #St. Anthony School population would be difficult because

.
<

of its location in relation to’ the other two parishes. A greater
. L R [y : ' . -

T a ‘
disadvantage would be the possible divisive effect this misht ’

have on the parish. ' Churth and school activities are inter-

~woven. whdt effect would having divided school interest have

-

on the paégeh membership? '

Table XII- shows the comparison of student enrollment and

.

[

.+ + .staff of St, Anthony and Cure of Ars using present enrollments.

c -
V- . The eight class%ooms at Cure of Ars co%;d hold 2407§upils -
. gfcen an average of 30 puplls to a room. Even at 35 students
éér classroom the tAtal number of students would only reach 280.
f A pupil-teacher ratio of that number would\be ill-advised, i . ;g'
"eepeciaa}y n the primary grades. S | o, 7

It is realistic to assume that not all St. Anthony students

) { - ’ .
~. would choose to go to Cure of Ars SChool.-/fg;e parents would
A~ i ‘ ) C ok ,

send their children to the pubilc sdhoo_ Seventy of St. Anthony

RN ~

students are non-Catholic. A drastic reductdon of'aVailable

!

St. Anthony students to 85 (a 50% reduction) would stlki put .

240 250 students-in Cure of Ars school But sweén - £f such a

drastic reduction.occurs, it would not be equivalent throughout . ‘!

‘.

all eight grades. ' , I

. 'The transfer of all St. Anthony students to St. Margaret of

Cortona . is another possibility.  Table XIII shows the student- '

. . . - /
staff ratio of that merger. N .




v ) \. , . “ . ( ) ‘ -

‘ . 3 .
< - TABLE XII ' .
g - ST. ANTHONY - CURE OF ARS - : e
) ADM - STAgp - 1976 . . . ,
* ‘. P -
= ST. ANTHONY " CURE OF ARG, = _COMBINED.
GRADE ADM STAFF ADM °  STAXF ADM STAFF
1 ) 18 1.0 22 1.0 , 40 2.0
2 . 15 1.0 - 15 .~ 1.0 .30 2.0
' <
3 ©13 1.0 16 1.0 29 ¥ 2.0
"4 C 30 1.0 l6 1.0 46 2.0
5 . 14 1.0 22 .- 1.0 36 2.0
’ - . £
6 _ 29 1.9 22 1.0 51 2.0
7 23 1.0 © 34 1.0 57 2.0
. h \ |
8 28 - 1.0 28 . 1.0 - 56 2.0
- eeti——— D ol —— ———— —— ————
» N .
TOTAL 170 8.0 . 175 . 8.0 '345 16.0

Source: -, Principal Report,f‘ni—

Office‘of Educational Services




ST. ANTHONY - ST. MAR(‘ARET OF COR'T‘ONA

TABLE XIII . .

, | ‘¢ | ADM - STAFg - 1976 -
IS Ty TR [ — r} . i -
Grade 4 ST. ANTHONY . ST. MARGARFT. ‘ COMBINED
ADMJggﬁgTAFF £ . oM .sTAFF |, ADM." STAFF
- et S Vo el
1 18 1o 25 1.0 .43 - 2.0
{ ’ ~ e
2- © 15 . 1.0 . 26 1.0 - 41 2.0
3 /2 B Y 4 26 1.6 . 39 2.0
4 30 1.0 29 1.0 59 2.0
5 o 14 1.0 T 725 1.0 : 39 2.0
6 . 29— 1.0 - 28 1.0 ° Y 2.0
7 23 1.0 29 1.0 52 . 2.0
g 28 1.0 i 28 1.0 - '57 2:0
/ —_— —_ ® — —_ —— —_
*TOTAL . _ 170 8. . 217 8. 387 16.0 - '\\’
Source: Princiéaf Report - ’
Office of Educational Services (
]
,,/\; . ) .
. - A} ’




: ' S : Lo 85.

' ¢ l

At first glance it would appear that this solution- iy even

~

more unreallstlc than the merger Wlth Cure of Ars.. Even though
x » ’ . '

st. Margaret has thé advantage of avallable space, the ratio of
30 students to a classroom would result in the accommodatlon of .

only 350-360 studedks. This fagure is smaller than the entlre

S

'student populatlon of both schools, even though it 1s very pos—

’

sible that not all students Wlll make theydhange. R

. , - [ ]

Finally a consolidation of the three $chools in two buildings

- is.a possibilaty., Table’ XIV shows tha 'ADM-staff comparisons for

L] . L] > [

the threeﬁ’ Using the ratio of 30 students per classroom and

L

making available 8 rooms at Cure of Ars, the 8 presently used at
. St. Margaret and the additional‘4, the capacity of the two schools
/ ) | : !
i 4& 600 students. Using a ratio of’25 students per classroom, the

total capacity figure would be realistic. ‘ .
- -
Therefore it is recommended that the students of St. Anthony

N N - . -

be merged .with Cure of Ars and St. Mdrgaret of Cortona. The latter
two schools should be organized to include the primary grades

. .at Cure of Ars and grades 4-8 at St. Margaret'

»

Depending upon er ollment this organlzatlon would 1eave

2

at Least one room vacant at Cure of Ars. It could be used for

¢
some type of physical éducatioh program for primary children_ or
» M . - \»
perhaps ‘a multi-purpose facility.

. * St. Margaret. has space to accommodate additional Qtudents,

~

and it has facilities for special programs for upper elehentary
grades. Assuming a classroom teacher-pupil ratio of 25-1 or

LY .t *
30-1, the staff of St. -Margaret and Cure of Ars could teach be-

tween 400 and 480 students. Ig‘is recommended that the ratio
go no hlgher and that staff from St. Anthony be glven flrSt >

LI D
O R

W
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[3 ‘ E \ K
. -
. { o '
- C . TABLE XIV
o ST. ANTHONY - CURE OF ARS — ST. MARGARET OF GORTONA
: ‘ ADM - STAFF - 1976 . ( ’
~
- N ‘ s
: ST. ANTHONY €URE OF ARS ST. MARGARET COMBINED
GRADE M STAFF - ADM' STAFF ADM STAFF ADM__ STAFF
F } ‘- i . \_
1 18 . 1.0 22 1.0 1 25 1.0 65 3.0
"2 : 15"+ " 1.0 15 1.0 26 1.0 56 3.0
-3 “‘E 13 " 1.0 16 1.0 26 1.0 55" 3.0°
4 ‘ "30 RO ~y4 16.. 1.0 29 - 1.0 75 3.0
®
. . 5 )
5 14 1.0 22 1.0 25 1.0 61 3.9
6 ’A/J 29 1.0 . 22 . 1.0 ~ 28 1.0 79 3.0 . -
7. 23 1.0 34 g 1.0 29 1.0 86 3.0
8 . 28 .0 - 28 '1.0 29 1.0 85 3.0
. : ==
. 170 8.0 175 - 8.0 . 217 8.0 562  .24.0
\\ f;‘. .
. \ -
" Source:  Principal Report. \
’ Officé of Educational Services N
/4 . . -1
. . )y . { ? 1
! !\ z v ") ' L)
’ r) . -~ ’

L ]
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- - ® J
- consideration-ag .additional - classrooms beyond those now used are o

added. Approx1mately '100-150 puplls could be accommodated by

- -
Y

using the extra‘classrooms.~ ' e

" ) L.
If, however, 1n the. flnal analysis, a merger of St. Margaret

~

.0f Cortona and Cure of Ars is 1mposs1ble, then it would be the

better alternative to move the, st. Anthony students to St. Mar- - A
’ T ‘- “ s . L, :
- garet’ and leave the Cure School as it is. This however is a
o ' A .

. A . .
poor substitute to an otheywise *good solution. S ]

.

" Rec®mendation #6

‘ ’ a?
It is recommended that the proposed merger of St. Monica'

School and st. George Schoot be«lmplemented, School and parish

7

officials have beenjwsrking toward this. School' programs at St. .
” [3 -

Monica are already~4n transitiont, consequené!y the fagt of the “
[ 4 [ _ R .

mérger should .be aicomplished very smoothly. ’

-

There aré several_factors that make this consolldatlon a

reallstlc solution. The schools are very close to each other. T

The racial mix of the comblnatlon will be more in keeping w1th ) :

the oVer-all dlssrlbutlon ‘1n Clncmnatl. Both s¢hools are in an - .
c

enrollment decline which, while it may not go mu lower, is not

likely to improve. Hopefully, the merglng of the two schools will

eliminate combination classes. Table XV shows that with present .o\

enrollments, a mMerger qbuld possibly save staff at grades 2 and 4 ;

.

It is recommended that the merger- be from St. Monica to St.
v~
Geofge.. It is further recomrended that the number og grades

available to‘students be increased so  that “both parishes have N
. } o . .

- the same opportunities. In the event .thatt not enoudgh space is

- .
- — :




TABLE XW -

L N .

.» ST. GEORGE - ST. MONICA® .
ADM - STAFF - 1976

B

.. MONICA . . GEORGE ', bQMBINED
STAFF ’ STAFE - ADM STAFF

-

1. o . 38 1.0

’ - .5.(',
. ) 'S .
' .5 -

13,

1.

. . 7
15 - .66

17 .66
‘18 . .66 .
29
' 20

——

125 -

.
)

»

. 3
Principal's Sutvey .
Office of Fducational Services -

\




avajlable in the St. George building then a few of the class-
° [}
rooms’-in the St. MoWica building could be used for the lower

elementary. The principal of the resulting merger should fe
roe v i

full-time,,

4 ‘ R ¢
Recommendation %7

Tt 'is recommended tq't St. Frantis de Sales Schbol be dis-

-~ \ ] —
It is i?s? recommended that the students be diyided among the
. i -

»

two remaining schoo%s with\the lower elementafy in one building

v

and the upper elementary in the.dther} ‘ ' -
An examination of Table XYI showg that/ the present pupiil-

teacher ratio for each building, exc}qding kindergaften to be:
7‘83" Francis = 20 to i;‘St. Mary - 27 toﬁlynand~St. Mark‘ﬁ ZO.to 1.
For ail schools combined, exclusive of kiyndergarten, it is 23 to
1. ,THe elimination of the partial stafff, which amoynts to four
fulltime equivalents, while reducing sthff would still hold the

pupil-teacher ratio to ‘under 26 to 1. Thls is based'on present

»

enrollments. The merger enrollments ‘gdre likely to drop somewhat
* . - +

depending on the® policies initiated Ly a merger, the.enthusiasm

and support areated for the merger and the'%esulting willingness
~

of parents to send their children t$ another Catholic school,

.

—
especially the non- Cathollc pgient

v
L

The continued/use of the St. rancisﬂde Sales building as

a school is not recommended.. iﬁ is old, in need‘of a great deal




Voo e

i

s

[]
>

TABLE XVT

~s

ST. FRANCIS DE SALES -~ ST. MARY - ST. MARK
ADM - STAFF -~ 1976

1

, ST. FRANCIS DE SALES ST. MARY 'ST. MARK COMBINED
GRADEa\ ADMJ STAFF. ADM STAFF ADM STAFF* ADM ST@FE»
Ko 247 1.0 R — - 21 1.0 45 2.0
1o 18 1o (/45/\ 2.0 31. 1.50, 95  .4.5 .

2 , 21 1.0 s5° 2.0 31 1450 107 4.5

%. vov14 1.0 61 2.0 36 1.75 111 4.75 '
Tale 15 ..66 56 2:0 33 1.75 1040 441
5. 21 'ﬁE- 39 . '2.6_ « 29 1.50. 89 4.16
6 . 16 66 56 2.0 27 1.50 . 99 4.16

Ty 25 Lo 58 2.0 31 1,75 114 4.75
8 - 11 i;g 63 2.0, T 35  _1.75 _: 109  4.75
TOTAL 165 8.0 134 16.0 274 14.0 873 38.0

e

*Ungraded proéram, staff distribution estimated .

Source:

Principal Report,.

Office of-Educati?nal Services

v

Y
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’ of costly repair and maintenance, and too large for the small o -
>numﬁEr of students presently in the buildingqor likely to be - ¥
\ \ available in tHe }u e. - '
i ‘ ) : There are advazYagés of the ;erger of the three schools ﬁf

wﬁich engendered thlS recommendation The resulting racial le v

S

t
W -

achieved would compare ‘favorably with the- CinCinnati average, -

&*

Any other combination merger of the three schools wou¥d not
— A : <

. N ‘ ! : >
- . achieve a satisfactory desegregation. (Table XX) s

/ .
The question of distribution Qf 'grades to the two buildings -
will negd to be'carefully studied before final decisions are made, >
% [} P . .
‘ A : %
It would appear that the housing of- K-3 at Stg Mark ahd ﬁzﬁuat

St. Mary would be workable, Stairways at St~ Mark are few@? and

. . .
more narrow, better suited to smaller thildren. Support ‘services

at St. Mary seem better for older students. Nevertheless, it
would be well to study the matter in greater depth before any

final decision is made: One of the significant factors in deter-.

mining distribution of children will be the matter of curriculum.
’ .

Is one building better suited for the types of programs to be
-offered to the students housed there? Will there be greater .
movement of children within bpuildings resulting from thej:;pé\of e

grouping to be carried out? Again,- it is egfouraged that con- oo \
- - T4 . . p
siderable attention be’'given this matter. L ' ' %

. . .
If for some reason f£he above recommendationg“are not realized,
St. Erancis de Sales School should still be moved. However, the'

alternatives are not:particularly advéhtageous. It is not recom-

CE ¢ ‘_ > . a —
A .
] mended that they be consolidated into the St. Mark, School. It ,//"’/,_1?

Ve s
would not serve any purpose. ' Tt

. M,
> ‘:& «..,,4"1'

The‘poss1b111ty of a Terger between st." Mark and &ressle

Y

Schools might be accomplished,'but with difﬁicg&ty. Gressle Schodl
. S “’-' . w

. .
R - N A L. r;x ]
. ”~ . - . N
- . R
oo .
.
‘

ull Toxt Provided by ERIC . - s ®

I
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.2 Lo )

»1s only a few years in: ex1stence baVinq gone through -a consoli-

L] .

‘dation (St. Elizabeth aﬁd qt Matthew) Whether the parish

woutd be“Teceptive to such a proposal remains to be seen. 1In '
. N F—
. ¢
4 addition the two schools are in different communities, Norwood

and’ Cinc1nnati‘ ‘ /ﬁ \ ) a

»

If such a fiove &ere brought about then it would be left for

-

> :
St. Fn&nc}s/to move to the St. Maﬁ‘ School. Depehding on the .

number of students involved, space might be a problem

]
¥ .
. In the altern;Pive recommendation, the cause of racial o

balance would 'be-served. The problem of financial support’ for

students from'St. Mark and-St. Francis would still need to be

resolved. ' o . . LN . s
To- The better solution is the elimination of st. FranCis de
Saleé and,the merger of’ st' Mary and St Mark. The merger of- LT
syu~

- Sﬁ/'Mark agd Gressle-is. an alternative as is the consolidation
of St. Francis to.St.NMary. . _,/
. & . _ .

-

i

Recommendation #8 ]

. . ] St. Augustine and”St Francis Geraph are two ad]Olnan - "

parishes in the central city area of Cinc;nnati Many of the .

¥

YT

‘surrounding patishes no Longer have sc&ools. .These two schools 4

face-a'similar'fate if the trend continues Both have’ character-
Q

/ lstics siéﬁlar to each other and to schools infthe same circum- ¢

IS, - -

-

) stance ﬁnrollment is down, (St Augugtine 91, St Franc1s\'_H N

- -

o~ "Seraph 197), non-Catholic enxpllmenégis high (st Angustine 51% B

St. Francis 62%), black, enrollment is high "(st. Augustine 59%,(”‘
. l St. Franc1s 61%) and both schobls are in financ1al'd1fficdities

(st. Franc1s receives Archaiocesan assig!ance) éoth bUildings‘
- . are>under;uséd and in need of some remodeling and re%air ] j * | 1Y
: AN oL R

P
) o LN - ~
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. . It is recommended that St. Augustine School and St. Francis
. \ . .
5 ' . .
Seraph ScRool be consolidated into the St. Francis buildihg. Thé!
. -

St. Francis building has sufficient space to house all of the

1
’

children., There is a difference in the educational program of
' R )

the two schools and it therefore is mandatory that the staff and

. adninistration meet and deﬁelop cooperatively the educational

-

' ,
.-.program for the consolidated'school s
. s

Table XVII shows a puypil-teacher ratio, excluding krnder-
& 2 -
garten, of 14 tq 1l for St. Augustihe, and 22.to 1. for St. Francis

Seraph, and 20 to 1 for the total enrollment. A more realistic

ratie of 25 to 1 would call for 11 staff, a substantial savings

A -~ in dollars. : . ' . o

An alternat&Ve‘and‘Viable solutfon would be the.moving of .
the St. Augustine,studenurto the st. Josepn Schoolzx'srnce st.
. ’ Joseph will be‘elrnineting itS'pre-kfhderqarten'ciasses there'
Ss';woﬁlo be room. In anfrevent‘it would. be advisable to include
. St. Joseph in all discussions between St. Augustlne and St..
‘ FhﬂiﬁﬁbﬁS%;aph e i “c, g
r“"?? : ‘ . | e

\Recommendatlon #9

s ~ .
" Norwood 4 arg, three schoofs fin the Bond Hill, Carthage and Norwood

areas. AN three'séhools'

re small, ranglng from 130 ADM to 160

» ~

(St Agnes lo;t 67, St,gc'arles Borromeo lost 20 end Ss. Peter

and'Paul lost 23). A
- Y . - N . * . 4 ' »
. Several years ago, merger dlscus510ns .were initiated betwegn
¥. . 1 , i
* Ss. Peter and Paul, St Matthew and St. Elizabeth resulting in a
. . . Lo 4

. .
. .
- . . Feoaey . -
A, .
. .

, e !
’ ‘
PR . . hd * .

-y
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TABLE XVII : /’/,
. ST. AUGUSTINE - ST. FRANCIS SERAPH .
. ABM - STAFF - 1976
i d .
i ’ '/ . - 4 i.
- ‘  ST. AUGUSTINL . ST. FRANCIS SERAPH COMBINED
GRADE ( ADM STAFF : ADM _  STAFF ADM STAFF
[ Z— B N . : -~
. K . 9 l . 0 -—- =~ - — e 9 l . 0
1 17 1.0 20 1.0 37 2.0
Ty 16 L.0 24 - 1.0 . 40 2.0
, v N
3 9 1.0 ~ 23 1.0 32 1.66
4 9 66 24 1.0 33 1.66
5 11 .66 25 1 36 1.66
6 \ 7 ;.66 21 1.0 28 1.66
3 4 - ‘ Fd .
7 i - 8 5 » .31 1.0 39 1.5
. -, ’ [ . . s,
g8 ... ' 5 .5 .29 1.9 34 1.5
TOTAL 3! 7.0 ST 197 8.0 288 15.0
: . ,
Source: Principal Repo;\t, e oo . ." i} -
Office of Educatienal Services e . -
: i Y,
i A
' B r\_"‘ * - ’L g : -
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consolidated school. -St. Elizabeth and St. Matthew became Gressle

.

School. Ss. Péier and Paul chose not. to take part. As a result

)

of this it seems unlikely that Ss. Peter and Paul would choose s

-

to become part of Gressle school now.

-

»

, Of the threT schools, St..Cha;les Borromeo and Ss. Petex and
Paul are the best maintained. Not one of the three could hold

the potential enrollment of all the’schoqlé."St. Agnes has the

%

highest minority enrollment. (70%) as opposed to a very Low percent
for(the other two (1% and 7%). . .
«

*

E Y . -
XVIII shows the distribution of students and staff. It

is very evident that a great deal of combining of classes is

—

taking place. At the same time, the‘pupil—;eacher ratio 1is low

in two of the £hﬁee‘sch0015'(8t; Charles Borromeo - 26.to 1l; St.
Agnes - 24 to 1l; Ss. Peter and Paul - 23 Ed‘lf. A cbﬁbininq of
-students under an’app}bximate 25 - 1 ratio would call for a re-

ductionwof at least one staff and the elimination of most com-
L \ s .

bination classes. s

Therefore, it is recommended that discussions begin between

thre parithes'of St. Charles Borromeo, St. Agnes and Ss. Peter

\ . p———

and Paul/Norwood. The discussiohs should have as their goal the
.. ’ N S ) - o ) ~« .
merger of these’three schools into two buildings. At this time,

based on an inspection of the-three sites it would appear that

Str\Chques Borromeé‘éﬁd;§§..Peter and Paul are the logical choices
with the'upper,elementary grades assigned to the former. Pro-
Ny . M 4
. - : Y. .
jecting to next:year this would give Ss. peter and Paul about 250

-

in grades 1 ~ 5 and St. Charles Borromeo 190 in grades 6 - 8 pro-

viding enrollments hold at present levels, which is not likely.

. a\-r.‘ .
They will probably decline. T

'
3 f
- . . ] .-~
- - *
¥ -7
.
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. TABLE XVIII 1 .
ST. CHARLES BORROMEO -~ ST. AGNES. - SS. VPETER AND PAUL = ‘ .
| - ADM - STAFF - 1976 ‘ z
e © ST. CHAS. BORROMEO - ST. AGNES =SS, PETER & PAUL COMBINED ,
GRAPE - ADM STAFF . ADM STAFF ADM . STAFF $ ADM STAFF
o K e - ) -.v Ta==c ’ - - - I -
| 1 16L L .66 . ‘ 19 .5 20 - .84. 55 2.0
2 o 66 18 .5 15 .84, 44 2.0
3 18 . . .66 & 1.0 10 & .84 44 2.5
. : 4" “ 13 .66 . o1 1.0 23 8¢ | o os4 - 2s
) ‘5’ .18 .66 16 1.0 . %t 22 .84 58 - 2.5
5 22 .66 25 s 13 ¢ .84 60" , 2.0
. . , :
’ "7 13¢ . .5 . 210 1.0 .35 1.33 69 * 2.8
® . s s 2 Lo a2, L3 63 28
ToTAL 130 “S.0 155 6.5 160 7.66 445 1971
’ «
- Source: Principal §urvey . 1
= R Office of Educational Servu:e; ,
- o B - ’ - ) ‘ 1
b ) ' "
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Second choice would be to use the St. Agnes building ingtead
' M A . N ,. . . -
of St. Charles.: However,, the building is not in as good reﬁélr
N i * )

nor are the classrooms as‘lérge as the other school. It does

L] 7 )

have more capacity. THé final decision will rest witlhr the study

committee who wiXl need to 1nvest1gate this thoroughly. Traffic

between bulldlngs via Seymour Avenue and/or Paddock Road should

. T

not~be a problem.’

RS

The resulting racial mix from the proposedmerger would be //’

approximately ‘30% minority. in each &f the two buildings. Such a

change from present percentages in each schoel would give sup-

port to the Archdiocesan goal of desegregating schools.

. : t

sRecommendatloqi#lO

~— . - .
" St. Bonaventure and>St. Leo Schools are located in the Fair-

mount’ and NortH Faitmount areas'of.Cincinnati. Both schools’

have experienoed enrollment declines although nbt‘neoessarily'a—r

steady decline St. Leo had 195 students in 1970- 7l and drOpped
3 Go 139 Ln l97l 72. ,It gredually 1noreased to 186 1n.1974—75 and

1§\curren¢ly down to 167. St. Boneyenture had 240 students in

1970-71, dropping to 183 in 19712. It now stands at 13b. st.

Bonaventure school is almost totally white while St. Leo is

_almost 54% black. It is interesting to note that students from
. - . - —" - - e o -

»

St. Leo School’go south to Elder and Seton High Schools, crossing

St. Bonaventure parish. St. Bonaventure students, on the other &
. s . .

‘hand, go a much ionger dlstance to Roge% Bacon and Our Lady of

-

‘Angels High School passing St. Leo parish.’

:Table XIX shows the distribution of students and teachers

for the two schools. ‘The teacher-pupil ratio for ‘each school is

.

v




% i :.é
5 * v _i'}':?j
. b
! ~ C
' ‘ 1
. 4
. - TABLE XIX
. T ST. LEO - ST. BONAVENTU! ¢
. ' ADM - STAFF-- 1976
' / ’ » . %
, < T ST. LEO — ST. BONAVENTURE . COMBINED _ -
GRADE « . ADM STAFF - - ADM STAFF .\ ADM STAFF |
K L o L \.
1 " 24 1.0 - 18 . .5 42 1.5
2 21 1.0\ . 14 .5 35 1.5 7,
’ . : .
3 26 1.0 g 14 1,0 40 2.0
4 ‘19 1.0 ,<( 20 ¢ 1.0 39 2.0
- . e B / '
5 ° 21 1.'0 9 3 30 L.5 . .
T 6 - 24 1.0 12 .5 ’ 36 1.5 »
~ - ’
7 25 1.0 - 20 1.0 45 2.0 ‘
8 ' 11 1.0 - 23 1.0 34 2,0
TOTAL . ¥ 171 8.0 _ 130 . 6.0 301 14.0
Source: Principal Repqrt, - . : . -
Office of Edg&

- . A »
ational Services //\ .
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about the same (21-1). A merger of the two schools with the

-
E ]

present enrollment colld lead to a decrease in' staff. at the third

and fourth grade levels as well as the seventh and eighth grade.

.

By reducing the staff‘by two the teacher-pupil ratio would be
N . ; }

25-1. Furthermore, a combining of the two studen® populations

- -

would result in a minority enrollment of 30.9%.

X

It is therefore recommended that the parish school of St.

'

Leo and\Gt Bonaventure 1n1t1ate~d15cdss;on aimed at the merger

’

of the two schepgls. St. Bonaven#ure has reached an enrollment
that is crfitical-and i ecomin§ an increasingly heavier financial
responsibility. ‘Small teacher—pupll ratios are ‘resultlng in
‘heaviér instructional cost§. Bulldlngs occuplgﬁ ‘at low capacity
‘are expensive-on a per pupil basis.

Wﬁile it will be a decisién of both parishes, it would‘éeem

/

that the St. Bonaventure Suilding migh£ be the sité to house all
the students, Making use of the adjacent building,.which is now
only receiving margina} use, would increase the overall capacity.
If ‘this is not possibld, both buildings could be used, which would

L . .
still result in a more efficient use of staff. .

- - ~ -

While there may be parish opposition'to any mo ve bdward a

a

merger, tHe questioh of survival is*paramount and it is probable

that only a merger can insure Cathollc educat1on for both parishes.

- -
-
¥ . f.

Recorimendation #11

Like ménz other schobls in the Arehdiocese, -enrollment at-

Resurrection School has.been .on the- decline:. Parish membership
-has also decllned (from 1200 -to 1000 famllles over the past four
‘

4

years). Present school enrollment stands at 160 as compared Wlth

329 'in 1970-71 and 276 in 1971-72. ' -




*

/
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a - i

According to the, principal, thafschool was ready-to close two °

years ago with a projected enrollment of qbout 155. An all out
. * L

effort was made at that time to keep the schoal open. ‘An extengive

‘visitation campaign was undertaken and financial aid projects were

;-

conducted. While student enrcllment is down (ADM includes iQﬂ
1 .

kindergarten), school officials, pastor "and parish leaders are

L

optimistic. o : )

An active school board is involved in }he school. An inérease
of some 25 students is projectgﬁ for next year and additional
e ° ‘_’.’ o ‘
curricular offerings are planned. Parish tuition is high ($200 for

one child, maximum of $400). Continual efforts are in evidence

that would indicate a "wait-and-see attitude" concerning this

-
v

school. € ‘ ——

. ’ -

N In‘the event Reéurrection}s“projections do not materialize,
:thére-arg three'schoéls rrearby that are pogsibilities for the stu-
dents; St. Lawrence (ABM"382),‘SF. Tﬁéreéé (ADM 680) and St.
Wiliiam (ADM 711). St. Lawrence is the closest and the smalles£
BAt the others have also expgfrienced:enrollment declines in the

past five years that would indicate space.

) .
It is recommended that the Resurrection Séhool place itself

-
’

.’in an "alert"™ positign preparing for a decision to be made in

" -

September/October of 1977."If enrollment increases as expected
(25 ADM) then it should continue efforts to promoté further in=-"*
créases or at least stabilization. Should enrollment cgntinue i

downward trend, then immediate steps should be taken to invite P A
“ dy -

- N -
discussions with St. Theresa, St. Lawrence and Sts William. -

-

., " -

I

-

\.
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» > . t

Recommendation #12

o

St. Pius School located in the South Cumminsville area has

.
]

of over 50 in the past five yeérs.. of

~

the total'studené body/over 94% are black and‘'72% é}e nan-Catholic.

The school is réceiviﬁg direct financial support from the Arch-
) / ) N

diocese. s .
, It .

St. Boniface Séhoolcis located in' the Cumminsville areas

. - ‘ P 'y R ’
separated from St. Pius by Colerain AVﬁLand Interstate 74. 1Its-
% .

Y

student population of 13} is almostk95% white. It receives no

o s

direct 'support from the Archdiocese,i; . ..
%in enrollment to the poiht

While neither school has decli

where survival is a problem, St. Pius could not survive without

\ . s

the aid it receives from the Archdiocese. -

A merger of the two schools would bring about a favorable
L}

black-white ratio (51.8% black) for both. Using the two schoo#s
O

"does have its problems. while not far apart the schools are

separagkrd Qy'the barrier of Interstate 74. In addition, it is
'doubtgul that a merger could survive without the support the Arch-
diocese nowléfves St. Pius.

A mergér of St. Pius and St. Boniface is recommended. A Study

committee should be injtiated to include school leaders, parish

-

leaders and répresentétives from the .Office of Superintendent,
’ e ! ’ . . r' . ’ P .—
charged with the responsibility of studying the-school situation .

-

£l
)

and making recommeniifioﬁé.

Recommendation #13 _ ° . , - ,

»

It is recommended that St. Joseph School.continue to .function”

in its'present-capacity and on the present site. It serves in a

hS

N ' )

é
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unique capéﬁify; Qﬁh for its neighborhdo® and for those outside
T Vinawy’ ,
i ",'f::w \ v,

{

N

the/ﬁarish.
An alternatiVe to the St. Auéustine-Sth Francis Seraph .

‘gonsqliéation would be to bring the ,students from St. Aygustine to

st. Joseﬁh. With the elimination of the. pre~kindergarten, st.

joseph will have space available. There are fewer students at

St. Augustine than St. Joseph will be losing. The proposed’dis-

" cussions for St.’hugustine and St. Francis Seraph should include

St. Joseph. : ~ ~

-

In additiohy it is recommended that a more realistic approach

be taken in regard to the gchool fee structure. The tuition rates
. e y o

for out of parish and for. non-Catholics are much too low. The

.

after. school service for parents should be high enough to include

not only personnel.cost, but those hidden costs of heat, lgght,’
custodial,’etc. The present service would be a bargain at twice
. . : S ,

the price. . =~ » ‘ ’ .
R s ,

o+

Tt is recommended that the’involvement of the-Board of.
¥ , - e
Education be continued. Projections of needs must be placed be-
’ b 2.

fore them.dand sources of incomé considered so that the future o} .
- . ’
~St. Joseph School not be in doubt. The involvement ‘of these people

‘will to a great extent assure the continued existence of St.

- - v

Joseph School. - ' , .
A £

- . . N - ’

B. GENERAL RECOMMENDATIONS N .

Recommeridation #1 -

5

. It is recommended that all elementary schools be administered
[ 3 . .

-

inaependent of the parish and be fiscally responsible to them-

L . . . .
selves while still maintaining optimum parish support. A number

[




-

-

-
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of the principals aid school persoénnel continue t?/betih doubt -

. reasons appears to be that they have never rgally had thfs re- .

sponsibility. N fAﬁV\\\

<

is the basis for non-Catholic tuition cha;§es0 a realistic
. . .

-

about thg financial realities of operati{u; -a school. On:})\f/th'e

Recommendation #2

It is recommended that uniform and detailed accounting and

o

cost analysls systems mandatorlgy be used‘bx\?ll of the schools,

with reports being flled seml-annually with the SuperlntendEnt s
» S
office. At the present time it is almost impossible to determine

actual cost per pupil' and the reasons for the great variance in. il

cost per pupil at the various schools. T -

Recommendation 3

It is recommended that in determining costs per pupil

computed for religious faculty. Such a figure shoula_in
salary they would receive were they lay tﬁgchers with similar

training and experiente, SChools with a higher ratio of rellglous

. staff now show a deflated per pupil cost.

-

. Recommendation #4

e -
Vv

It is recommended that where seve€ral parishes are involved .

p -

B

on.one- or more schools,; under one administration,- a.uniform fee. N

- . - - —
- - 3
-

_per grade, per pupil be'assessed directly to each parish for each

_pupil in attendance. The dlrect turtlon charge to the. famlly,ilf

any) should Be handled- by the school. ~
] ' ' s

-

«




reﬂlect a realistic per pupil cost.

4

' “ o 8 :
Recommendation #% . R )

-

. . AN

It is recommended that~the'non-Catholic tuition charge ¢
) .
Recommendation #6 .

- LAN ¢ ) e

It is recommended that every elementary school or con-

'sollda%ed school have an act1ve, app01nted and representatlve

'

v

board of educatlon charged with the responsibility. of approv1ng
L J

the yearly budget presented by the pr1nc1pal It should,be
-~ »

realized that this procedure will afford the oppoftﬁnity to dis- -

seminate the information in the parish,

legltlmatlze the allocatlont

and the educatfona{ decisio principal- and in various
cases, prOV1de gr1nc1pals.w1th needed help in lgadgeting. This

will particularly be the casg where individual board members, -
N . -
- . “

' possessS business management skills, ' T

~

. Recommendation: #7 ) -

/ ) . - - . . . »
- It is recommended that to-operative purchasing be implemented

S~ H LN
» -

as socn as bossiﬁléﬁx;lethheir high schodl counterparts, the
Lt .

.
M 4

- -

' . . ’ ) . ' - ' . - . -
elementary pr1nc1pals'overwhelmlngly support co-operative purchasing

. . ~
and believe the potential savings signifigant, SRR

' t £ k’ —"1 n .'
Recommendatlon #8 - Co.® f ,o i .

“ LY
‘It is recommended that the concept of the parlsh school as

. »
Ed - -

‘a guidin pr1nc1pl be replaced with the conce of dhe schobl
2 g g %

4 .
serving clusters of parlshes, espec1ally when: -
- - 'y

a1 The COncept will promote desegregatlon

2, The concept.mlll represent a flnancraT”savingéf ’ e
i 14 ) - - / “ ". ’ -
- ! ' ' 0N -
' 1 ) L N - -



A new sghool is being contemplated.

» < *

4w. It w1l fac1lltate a good educatlonal program
\ - 4\" ~ e . -
- ‘ ‘ ‘ .
C.’ I}ECOMMENPATIONS TO THE ARCHDIOGCESE

Recommendation #1 ' - -

It f%‘!g!pmmended that the Archdlocese'consfger a school s1te .

-

for spec1al education,. Included 1n such a school would be classes

- -
oo

for Learnlng Disabilities, both primary and 1ntermed1ate ﬁt could

] e

" also’ 1ncl!de classesifor ‘EMR., Wlth few exceptlons, school pr1nC1—

would be suitable for this purpose. More ideal would be a school

pals felt thig té bé a need * There is presently only one spﬁdol

l

with” an LB class. A school such as_St. Monica, if\it were closed

-with several Classrooms available so thattstudents could be main-

]
is made reallzlng that such a school would of nece s1ty require

streamed when they have'prOgressed'sufficiently. '}his reéommendation

ion nates and support from the ArchdloceSe.

~9 .

-
Y . ¢

‘.
S It 1;E§EComm nde that a pollcy be adopted by the School Board

. -

% stating that no consolldatlon w1ll be appreveﬁ unless At demon-
v L]
strate that the consolldatlon wrll at, least not deter from the
PR
T

Ead

aim of. deségr%%atlon. : 'k - . K
Table §X shows the-mlnorlty enrollments resultlnq from varlous
merger poss1b11rties 1nclud1ng thqurrecommended T o
It is further recommended’that theiarchdlocese adopt a’ pollcy
for d1str1but1ng flnanc1al ass1stancehto elementary schools whlch

1

fostet desegregatlon in those schools. Thé purpose of the 80

J callédy"mlss1onar,y schools should nétf' outweigh ghe Chrll,stlan ‘and- -

“

civic respons;blllty Ep desegregate.

EKC

RA i ex: rovided by ERic:

13

*a
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) &GRBLE XX ‘
. A MINORITY PERGENTAGES -RESULTING . .
: FROM MERGER OPTIONS - -
| ’ :
; : . . COMBINED"
SCHOOL ) ADM % MINORITY ADM MIN. %
. 7 " . v
A. St. Martin.de Porres $ 89 100.0 ’ . 5
. St. 'James/Wyoming 1222 10.4 g 311 36.0
St. Martin 89 100.0 _
St. Gabriel . 317 16,7 ) 406 34.9
B. St. Richard | _ % 9.9 ‘ A
Sth. - Clare ' £268 - 17.9 399 15.3 . ¢
L ] - -
St. Margaret Mary 614 ** 1.1 1013 6.7
C. St. Leo ‘ 174 53.8 ‘ C e '
St. Bonaventure - 130 // 5.7 304 33.2
5 . ) ’
£
D. St. Augustine- . 91 Y 59-8 A -
St. Prancis Seraph . 196 - 60.? . 287 60.9 . . -
4 * P N . .
E. St. Monica r, 120 0.0 i ) ‘.
'St. George ' 218 . 64.3 -~ 338 41.5
. . \d . )
F. St.. Vincent de, Pa'ul - " 68 ' 0.0‘ ' % e ’
Stl\Aloysﬂls (Delhl) 194 . 0.0 ° » 262 0.0 .
_‘ . L) ~ N 1 '"
G. St Agnes ' ’ ’ 150 78.6 . . "
—8Bt. Charles Bo-rromeo . 130 . 170 . 280 42.6
\ . . . 4 . < 'y
q\ ) - . N » . .
- - rpl/ ® . b '/ / ’
. t *,,7_ ] -
@ P ’ .
r ‘ o~ b N ‘
LI S Py .




-tTable XX-~continued
. = ¢

382

»

- COMBINED
SCHOOL ADM $ MINORITY ADM MIN. %
= . : oy :

. St. Agnes 150 78.6 <
St. Charles Borromeo' 130 1.0 .
Ss. Peter & Paul/Norwood 149 "6.7\ 429 30.1 -
H. St. Anthony 176 57.4" ' -
Cure of Ars - 173 . 6.4 3}9 32,1
- St. Anthony v 176, . '57.4
St. Margaret of Gor¥ona . 216 . 2.8 392 27.3
st. Anthony ’ * 176 57.4
St, Margaret df Cortona 216 24 ’
Cure of Ars 173 6.4 565  20.9
I. St. Francis de Sales 165 75.8 .
~St, Mark , 275 93.1 440 86.6
~ St. Mary / '433 1.4
St. Francis «le Sales ' - 165 75.8 | -598 21.9
‘SG? Mary ‘ 433 1.4 -
St. Mark ‘ 275 . 93.1 708  37.0
St. Mark -’ 275 93.1
' S8t., Francis de Sakes 165 75.8 .
St. Mary RS . 433 . 1.4 873 44.3
L - - | :
J. Resurrettion) ‘ |55 " 4.0
!st. Theréie‘ i. 80 . 0.0 835 0:1
.. Resurrection 155 4.0
. St. Lawrence 4 1.0 537 2.0




. .
. T Table XX--continued ' —
“ R — ' COMBINED
scyooL ' . - - ADM $ MINORITY _ ADM MIN. %
‘ ’ . R~ —

K. St. Pius - E 208 .. 94.2 ) .
St. Boniface - - 192, © 57.3 400 - - 51.8

- ' Ve - a .
~ . ) L. hd o , \ )
Source:ﬁ’PthEiéaT‘é Survey, - : ’ ) BN
v Office of Educaticnal Services : ‘ ]

-
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Recommendation %3 . -

. a majority of non-Catholic—students. It should be made clear .
whether this support is to be temporary‘or'permanent. It should v

-be established on a permanent basis. %hls committee would havg

" *
-

=) . . ' ) .
It is recommended that the Archdiocese adopt a clear phi-

losophy and policy statement regarding Archdiocesan support of

<ertain schools-- which are overwhelmingly‘innerecity often with

be made-clear'whether the funds are distributed on some specific
crlterla such as the economic make- -yp of the parish, the parlsh s
effort to support its own school and the-demonstrated value of
the educatlonal program. ~;;
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Recommendation #4

4 .

4§

It is recommended that a "Restructuring and Plannlng Committee!

.

- @ > ‘ ‘ »
the respons1b111ty of reviewing the annual reports from each school,

.4

-adviging the staff from the Superlntendent S Offlce regarding .

problem schools", advising.on tentative sol?tions and report;ng‘

to the Archdiocésan School Board.,- ' .

-

"It is recommended that th& Superintendent's Office -should -
.t

Recdmmendation #5

,

" help schools operationally ‘define "survival for the elementary .

schools.” nyen sUCn\gpidelines-schools in trouble, when identi-.

-

f1ed by the Superlntendent s Office or by the school admlnlstra-

tlon, could begin to make plans for program changes, - 1ncreas1ng— o

‘recruitment efforts, consolldatlons, etc,. For 1nstance, the fi-

P . l

nancial demands (in teXms of percentaﬁe 1ncreases) in, the next .‘

“five years may- FOt match those of the: past five, parti&cularly if

the consolldations herein recommended are 1mplemented\ But,
L — -
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tuitions will need to continue to rise. For instapce,'it/may be-

@

estimated that an elementary s¢hool not receiving $475.00 from

at least 200 students may Have trouble surviving. | : .
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Recommendation #6

It is recommended that a .clear pelicy statement be developed

which outlines the steps to be taken if a closing, merger or ,2.

consolidation is contemplated. Too many ﬁrincipals informed the ' -
. 7 " ‘

study staff that they were unaware of the procedures to be fol-

»

lowed in such situations. -

. ¥
_The study staff is aware that a document is- in preparafion
and near completion that would implement this recommendation as
well as the previous'two recommendations, It is ﬁoped that the o

- P

publication will be/avazlable before the end of the current

4

school year.
. ‘ . -

Recommendation #7

Y

. . . \
4t is recommended’ that as some school enrollments increase

—fb the"extent that additional space is required, the Archdiocese
- ta ' ’ s 4
explore the possibility of using space in nearby‘Catholic ele-

"
«

mentary schools. Because the Archdiocese €ncompasses an area

- —

which includes the full spectrum of schools increasing in entoll-

L3 -’

ment and schools exper1enc1ng drastic decllné§ it is';n a positdon

- ,a -

to do what-many public school "districts are unable to-do. This,.
/

p0551b111ty should definitely be encouraged-when desegregatioh

.will be fostered. . v T
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Recommendation #8 ° . .
\ .

It is recommended that the principle that the "decision

’should be made at the lowest level feasibde" needs to be clarified
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with simple precise policy statements. Too many pr1nc1pals

expressed the feellng that they lacked a clear undersiénélng

L\

of what the toncept means, espec1ally regardlng closings, mergers

N
or consolldatlons. ‘ *

b

Reéommendation #9

. < 4
It is recommended that the Superintendent's authority be

strengthened and that his staff be expanded. In the interviews,

‘ the.principals indicated that they need more assistance in

- @

such areas as curriculum m planning,- legal services, finances,
grantsmanship, planning for enrollment changes, planﬁing consoli-

dations, mergers or closings. They 1nd1ca/e/the Superintendent's

staff is now. d01ng*as much as can be expected but it is overworked

and overextended. While increased serbices from the OPfice
would be beneficial, many principals are also concerned about

the Superintendent's lack of authority.: As several of them put

it, "The Catholic Schools of.Cincinnati are ngt part of a system;

they're part of a non-system of federation.” The Superintendent's

) . . Y [

lack of 4uthority (and the extreme decentralization'which accom-
panies that lack) places him in the managerially unsound position
of haviné responsibility without authority.
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